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By Mr. ANPUSO: 

H. R. 9480. A bill to amend title II of Pub
lic Law 480 (83d Cong.) so as to increase 
the amount of surplus commodities avail
able thereunder and permit ·payment under 
certain circumstances of ocean freight; to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BAUMHART: 
H. R. 9481. A bill declaring the inundation 

of property because of, or aggravated by, 
wind, waves, or tidal effects on the Great 
Lakes to be property within the flood-con
trol activities of the Federal Government; 
to the Committee on Public Works. 

By Mr. BOLAND: 
H . R. 9482. A bill to increase the amount 

authorized f.or the erection of adequate fa
cilities for use of National Institute of 
Dental Research; to the Committee on Inter
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mrs. GRIFFITHS: 
H. R. 9483. A bill to provide for a national 

cemetery at Fort Custer, Mich.; to the Com
mittee on Interior and Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. McINTIRE: 
H. R. 9484. A bill relating to the quality 

requirements for, and the inspection, cer
tification, and labeling of, Irish potatoes; 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. POWELL: 
H. R. 9485. A bill to amend the Canal Zone 

Construction Annuity Act of May; 29, 1944, to 
extend the benefits of such act to certain 
individuals by change of the date limitation 
on the citizenship requirement contained in 
such act; to the Committee on Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. RHODES of Pennsylvania: 
H. R. 9486. A bill to provide equitable com

pensation for Saturday, Sunday, holiday, and 
overtime duty in. the Federal Government 
service; to the Committee on Post Office and 
Civil Service. 

By Mr. THOMPSON of New Jersey: 
H. R. 9487. A bill-

DECLARATION OF PURPOSE AND POLICY 

To reaffirm the national public policy and 
the purpose of Congress in the laws against 
unlawful restraints and monopolies, com
monly designated "antitrust" laws, which 
among other things prohibit price discrimi
nations; to aid in intelligent, fair, and ef
fective administration and enforcement 
thereof; and to strengthen the Robinson
Patman Anti-Price Discrimination Act and 
the protection which it affords to independ
ent business, the Congress hereby reaffirms 
that the purpose of the antitrust laws in 
prohibiting price discriminations is to se
cure equality of opportunity of all persons 
to compete in trade or business and to pre
serve competition where it exists, to restore 
it where it is destroyed, and to permit it 
to spring up in new fields; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

H. R. 9488. A bill to provide for Federal 
contribution to the election campaigns of 
major political parties, to reduce the impor
tance of campaign contributions in Federal 
elections, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on House Administration. 

By Mr. THOMSON of Wyoming: 
H. R. 9489. A bill to recognize and confirm 

the authority of arid and semiarid States · 
relating to the control, appropriation, use, 
or distribution of water within their geo
graphic boundaries, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Interior and Insular . 
Affairs. 

H. R. 9490. A bill to provide a 10-year pro
gram for the construction and improvement 
of roads, trails, buildings, and utilities in 
national park and monument areas and 
other areas administered by the National 
Park Service and for the construction and 
improvement of parkways authorized by acts 
of Congress; to the Committee on Interior 
and Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of New Jersey: 
H. R. 9491. A bill outlawing the poll tax 

as a condition of voting in any primary or 
other election for national officers; to the 

' committee on House Administration. 
H. R. 9492. A bill to declare certain rights 

of all persons within the jurisdiction of the 
United States, and for the protection of such 
persons from lynching, and for other pur
poses; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

. PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private 

bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. DAGUE: 
H. R. 9493. A bil1 for the relief of John 

Kousoumbris; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary. 

By Mrs. GRIFFITHS: 
H. R. 9494. A bill for the relief of Joseph 

David (Jerry) Malamud; to thi;l Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LANE: 
H. R. 9495. A bill for the relief of Gerald 

Augustine Grant; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. REUSS: 
H. R. 9496. A bill for the relief of Kiki 

Monoyioudes; to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

By Mr. SHELLEY: 
H. R. 9497. A bill for the relief of Antonio 

Quijano, Lilia Quijano, and Aurora Quijano; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BOYLE: 
H. Res. 402. Resolution providing for send

ing the blll H. R. 5918 and accompanying 
papers to the United States Court of Claims; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of ruie XXII, petitions 

and papers were laid on the Clerk's desk 
and referred as follows: 

562. By Mr. RIEHLMAN: Petition signed 
by Mr. Ivan M. Cash and other residents of 
Syracuse, N. Y., favoring the enactment of 
H. R. 4627; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

563. By the SPEAKER: Petition of the ex
ecutive secretary, American Mosquito Con
trol Association, Inc., Selma, Calif., petition
ing consideration of their resolution with 
reference to their support of S. 2870 with 
certain amendments; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

•• ....... • • 
SENATE 

THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 23, 1956 

<Legislative day of Wednesday, February 
22, 1956 

The Senate met at 12 o'clock meridian, 
on the expiration of the recess. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Frederick Brown 
Harris, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 

Our Father God, who dost overarch 
our fieeting years with Thine eternity 
and dost undergird our weakness with 
Thy strength, in the midst of the pres
sures of another day, as we face its vast 
concerns, we pause with bowed heads 
and hearts at this shrine {)f our spirits. 
Without Thee even our wistful hopes for 
humanity are like winter's withered 
leaves,. once verdant and bright--now 

. ,, 

brown and crumplec.: ruins blown upon 
a bitter wind. 

Above all else we pray Thee save us 
from succumbing to the terrible tempta
tion to become cynical and to be men of 
lost faith. Join us in kinship to those 
who in other times that tried men's souls 
went on believing in beauty and love and 
God in the midst of ugliness, hatred, and 
horror. For as with deep craving for 
reality we turn now to Thee we remem
ber that we date this day's deliberation 
from the lowly cradle of One who died 
on the gallows of his day-mocked, re
viled, insulted, outraged-yet that tor
turing cross of defeat sways the future. 
By its crimson sign which towers o'er 
the wrecks of time may we conquer. In 
the dear Redeemer's name we ask it. 
Amen. 

THE JOURNAL 
On request of Mr. JOHNSON of Texas, 

and by unanimous consent, the reading 
of the Journal of the proceedings of 
Wednesday, February 22, 1956, was dis
pensed with. 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 
Messages in writing from the Presi

dent of the United States submitting 
nominations were communicated to the 
Senate by Mr. Miller, one of his secre
taries.· 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 
A message from the House of Repre

sentatives, by Mr. Maurer, its reading 
clerk, informed the Senate that Hon. 
JOHN W. McCORMACK, a Representative 
from the State of Massachusetts, ha.d 
been elected Speaker pro tempare, dur
ing the absence of the Speaker. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 
The message announced that the 

Speaker had affixed his signature to the 
following enrolled bills, and they were 
signed by the President pro tempore: 

H. R . 1887. An act for the relief of Dr. Tsi 
Au Li (Tsi Gziou Li), Ru Ping Li, Teh Yu Li 
(a minor), and Teh Chu Li (a minor); 

H. R. 2430. An act to release certain restric
tions on certain real property heretofore 
granted to the city of Charleston, South 
Carolina, by the United States o! America; 
and 

H. :a. 8101. An act to authorize the Secre
tary of the Army to give 25 World War II 
paintings to the Government of New Zealand. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 
Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi

dent, I move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business 
for action on the nomination on the 
Executive Calendar, under the heading 
"New Report." 

The motion was agreed to; and the 
Senate proceeded to consider executive 
business. 

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid be

fore the Senate messages from the Presi-
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dent of the United States submitting 
sundry nominations, which were ref erred 
to the appropriate committees. 

<For nominations this day received, 
see the end of Senate proceedings,) 

EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF 
COMMITI'EES 

The following . favorable reports of 
nominations were submitted: 

By Mr. FULBRIGHT, from the Committee 
on Banking and Currency: 

Earl Freeman Hastings, of Arizona, to be 
a member of the Securities and Exchange 
Commission, vice A. Jackson Goodwin, Jr., 
resigned. 

By Mr. McCLELLAN, from the Committee 
on Government Operations: 

Franklin G. Floete, of Iowa, to be Ad
ministrator of General Services, vice Ed
mund F. Mansure, resigned. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If 
there be no further reports of commit
tees, the nomination on the Executive 
Calendar, under "New Report," will be 
stated. 

DIPLOMATIC AND FOREIGN 
SERVICE 

The legislative clerk read the nomina
tion of Douglas Maxwell Moffat, of New 
York, to be Ambassador Extraordinary 
and Plenipotentiary of the United States 
of America to Australia. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With
out objection, the nomination is con
firmed. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, I ask that the President be imme
diately notified of the nomination today 
confirmed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With
out objection, the President will be noti
fied forthwith. 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 
Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi

dent, I move that the Senate resume the 
consideration of legislative business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the 
Senate resumed the consideration of leg
islative business. 

ORDER FOR TRANSACTION OF 
ROUTINE BUSINESS 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, I ask unanimous consent that there 
may be the usual morning hour for the 
presentation of petitions and memorials, 
the introduction of bills, and the trans
action of other routine business, with a 
limitation on statements of not to exceed 
2 minutes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With
out objection, it is so ordered. 

GRANTING OF STATUS OF PERMA
NENT RESIDENCE TO CERTAIN 
ALIENS-WITHDRAWAL OF NAME 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid be-

fore the Senate a letter from the Com
missioner, Immigration and Naturaliza
tion Service, Department of Justice, 
withdrawing the name of Min-Sun Chen 

from a report transmitted to the Senate 
on April 15, 1955, pursuant to section 6 
of the Refugee Relief Act of 1953, with 
a view to the adjustment of his immigra.: 
tion status which, with the accompany
ing paper, was referred to the Commit
tee on the Judiciary. 

PETITIONS 
Petitions, etc., were laid before the 

Senate, or presented, and referred as in
dicated: 

By the PRESIDENT pro tempore: 
Resolutions adopted by Joan of Arc Coun

cil, No. 1992, Knights of Columbus, Port Jef
ferson, Long Island, and Corpus Christi 
Council, No. 2502, Knights of Columbus, 
Mineola, both in tl:le State of New York, 
favoring the "enactment of the so-called 
Bricker amendment, relating to the treaty
making power; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

A resolution adopted by the Associated 
Equipment Distributors, Chicago, Ill., favor
ing the enactment of legislation providing for 
a comprehensive national highway program; 
to the Committee on PUblic Works. 

RESOLUTIONS OF SHEYENNE VAL
LEY ELECTRIC COOPERATIVE, 
INC., FINLEY, N. DAK. 
Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent to have printed in 
the RECORD resolutions adopted by the 
Sheyenne Valley Electric Cooperative, 
Inc., of Finley, N. Dak. 

There being no objection, the resolu
tions were ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

TASK FORCE RECOMMENDATIONS 
Whereas the Rural Electrification Act was 

passed by the Congress of the United States 
in 1935 to promote the general establish
ment of electricity in the rural areas of 
America; and 

Whereas through diligent, honest, efficient 
direction by the various Rural Electric Ad
ministrators, this program has developed into 
one of the greatest achievements by the 
partnership of the people and their Govern
ment in the history of our Nation; and 

Whereas the results of a Rural Electrifica
tion Administration has given our Nation an 
abundance of food and fiber together with 
other technical developments that are so 
necessary to the progress and well being of . 
our Nation; and 

Whereas the application of electricity on 
the farm has lessened the burden of the 
farm people and reduced hu·man drudgery to 
the extent that rural America bears the 
torch guiding the people of other countries 
less fortunate in the way rural life can and 
should be enjoyed by all: Now, therefore be 
it 

Resolved, That we, the board of directors of 
the Sheyenne Valley Electric Cooperative, sin
cerely want rural electrification to continue 
to exist and expand. We are fully aware of 
the detrimental effect that the Hoover Task 
Force proposal to the Congress of the United 
States will have upon this great program. 
We, therefore, urge our Senators to do all 
in their power to defeat this proposal; now, 
be it further 

Resolved, That we, the board of directors 
of the Sheyenne Valley Electric Cooperative, 
urge and insist that our Senators inform 
'their colleagues in the Senate and urge them 
to use their influence to defeat this pro
posal; be it further 

Resolved, That our Senators check the 
background of those who are behind the 
task force proposal as we think they ·are 

picked men historically known to be op
posed to rural ·electrification and public
power development. 

Respectfully submitted. 
SHEYENNE VALLEY ELECTRIC 

COOPERATIVE, INC., 
JULIUS ANDERSON, 

President, Board of Directors. 

GENERATION AND TRANSMISSION 
Whereas the Army engineers and the Bu

reau of Reclamation have worked together 
and constructed the Garrison Dam incorpo
rating within its structure generation facili
ties, flood control, irrigation, and nltviga
tion; and 

Whereas a great deal of energy generated 
at the Garrison site will be secondary and 
dump power which will be sold at a ve-ry low 
price; and 

Whereas this cheap power can only be 
utilized by the rural electric cooperatives 
through a system of firming plants: Now.
therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the board of directors of 
the Sheyenne Valley Electric Cooperative, 
respectfully urge the Senators and Repre
sentatives from North Dakota to do all in 
their power to bring about legislation to 
appropriate funds for the Bureau of Recla
mation, to be used to construct generation 
plants sufficiently large to firm up all dump 
and secondary power; be it further 

Resolved, That this firmed secondary and 
dump power be made available to the co
operatives and municipalities according to 
the preference clause now in effect; be it 
further 

Resolved, That the Senators and Repre
sentatives from North Dakota work toward 
the construction of transmission lines wher
ever necessary in order that this cheap power 
can be made available to the majority of the 
people in North Dakota. 

Respectfully submitted. 
SHEYENNE VALLEY ELECTRIC 

COOPERATIVE, INC., 
JULIUS ANDERSON, 

.President, Board of Directors. 

MISSOURI BASIN DEVELOPMENT 
Whereas this development must be car

ried out to the fullest extent in order that 
it may help the largest number of people in 
the area adjacent to the Missouri River; and 

Whereas the following developments in 
conjunction with the various dams now in 
progress of being developed and those that 
can be developed in the future should employ 
the following resources incident to total de
velopment: 

1. Irrigation is a very important part of 
our economy when taking into consideration 
the increased production necessary to feed 
our Nation in the future and yet be able to 
carry our share of the food burden of those 
less fortunate nations who have peoples 
starving. 

2. Navigation is an important phase in the 
cost of production and distribution of the 
various commodities raised in the areas ad
jacent to the Missouri River. This should be 
developed to its fullest extent. 

3. Flood control: Flooding has been and 
still is one of nature's most destructive 
methods of taking human lives and destroy
ing property unnecessarily. Many :floods have 
occurred in the past along this great river 
resource, all of which would be prevented. 

4. Reforestation is one of nature's most 
effective methods of preventing upland run
off erosion by water and wind. This is again 
a great natural resource and should be de... 
veloped wherever conditions permit to the 
fullest extent. 

5. Afforestation: Many acres of rugged bar
ren land exist along the Missouri River as 
well as in its drainage area which should be 
planted to trees adapted to the soil and 
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climatic conditions, thus· holding· back addi. 
tional :water that would ordinarily go down 
the streams at flood stage. . 

6. Wildlife can be protected and developed 
by making wise use · of the above-mentioned 
areas and should be protected so that the 
future generations cari enjoy it in its wild 
state as has the past generations: Now, 
threfore, be it 

Resolved, That the board of directors of 
the Sheyenne Valley Electric Cooperative, 
Inc., urge our Senators and Representatives 
of North Dakota to give their support to the 
full development of the Missouri Basin. 
Keeping in mind at all times, the welfare of 
all of the people and the n~cessity of the 
full development of the basin embodying the 
above-mentioned ' resources. · 
. Respectfully submitted, . 

SHEYENNE VALLEY ELEcrRIC, 
COOPERATIVE, INC., 

JULIUS ANDERSON, 
President, Board of Directors. 

ONE HUNDRED PERCENT P.ARITY 
FOR FARM PRODUCTS-RESOLU
TION 
Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, I -ask 

unanimous consent to have printed in 
the RECORD a resolution adopted . by 
patrons of GTA Grain Elevator Line, re
lating to 100 percent of parity for farm 
products. . 

There being no objection, the resolu
tion was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

RESOLUTION OF PATRONS OF GTA GRAIN 
ELEVATOR LINE 

Whereas it ls a well known and an undis
puted fact, that the purchasing power of the 
farmer is way down to a point where he 
could be squeezed out of existence. Farm
ing is an enterprise with a profit and loss 
statement like any other business and should 
b~ recognized as such. We ask for an in
come based on a 100 percent· parity base, 

• and urge that the GTA use every re
source at its command to make the Con
gress of the United States conscious of this 
fact. 

It is our desire as producers of food and 
fiber to enjoy all the rights and benefits 
equal to other business and segments of 
society. 

By resolutions committee for GTA Ele-
vator Line meeting. 

FRANK LASSEY. 
T. J. THORSON. 
SEVERT SPONHEIM. 

DAIRY RESEARCH CENTER, MADI
SON, WIS.-RESOLUTION 

Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, I re
ceived today · from Columbia County, 
which is a large producer of dairy prod
ucts, a resolution, urging among other 
things that a bill which I introduced 
in relation to the estaiblishment of a 
dairy research building in Madison, Wis., 
be passed. 

I ask unanimous consent that the res- · 
olution be printed in the RECORD, and 
appropriately referred. 

There being no objection, the resolu.:. 
tion was ref erred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry, and ordered to 
be printed in the RECO!lD, as follows: 

Resolution 
To the Honorable Board of Supervisors of 

Columbia County: · 
Whereas Columbia County 1s a great pro,;. 

ducer qf dairy products; and 
Whereas 80 percent of all dairy products 

produced in Wisconsin must be sold outside 

the State and competing dairy producers are 
paid at least $2 per hundred more than is re
ceived by Wisconsin producers producing 
Grade A milk; and 
· Whereas Senator ALEXANDER WILEY has in
troduced a bill to establish a dairy research 
building at Madison, Wis.; ·and 

Whereas such research center would at
tempt to find new uses for and techniques 
to handle dairy producti;: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That we commend Senator WILEY 
!or his efforts in attempti~g to establish said · 
dairy research center and authorize the 
county clerk to advise Senator WILEY of our 
action; be it further 

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution 
be sent to Senator JosEPH McCARTHY and 
Representative GLENN DAvis'9.nd request that 
they support Senator Wn.EY's bill. ·. 

REPORTS .OF COMMITTEES 
· The following reports of committees 

were submitted: 
By Mr. GREEN; from ' the Committee 'on 

Rules and Administration: 
S. Con. Res. 2. Concurrent resolution to 

establish a Joint Committee on Central In
telligence; with amendments; (Rept. No. 
1570). 

'I 

Mr. HAYDEN subsequently said: Mr. 
President, I ask unanimous consent to 
submit a statement of my individual 
views with ref,erence to the report on 
Senate Concurrent Resolution 2. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
individual views will . be received and 
printed. 

By Mr. BYRD: from' the Committea on 
.Finance. . 

H. R. 7201. 'A bill relating to the tax~tion 
of income of insurance companies; with 
amendments (Rept. No. 1571). 

REVIEW OF AUDIT REPORTS OF THE 
COMPTROLLER GENERA~RE

PORT OF A COMMITTEE (S. REPT. 
NO. 1572) 
Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. President, I 

submit, on behalr of the Committee on 
Government Operations, a report en
titled "A Review of the Audit Reports of 
the Comptroller General." The report 
contains information developed by the 
General Accounting Office in 378 audit 
reports referred to Congress and to the 
designated agencies over the past 10 
years. It also contains an outline of the 
comprehensive audits of the various de
·partments and agencies of the Govern-
ment, and a resume of the progress made 
in auditing the financial transactions 
and activities . of the Federal Govern
ment since the enactment of the Budget 
and Accounting Procedures Act of 1950. 
In recommending enactment of this leg
islation, the Committee on Government 
Operations pointed out that it would be. 
its continuing responsibility to keep in 
clqse contact with the activation and 
administration of the fiscal program of 
the Government, as approved by the 
Congress. This act provided the legis
lative impetus for the changes that have 
taken place in auditing the fiscal opera
tions of the Government, and the report 
covers an outline of the improvements 
that have been achieved. 

The Committee on Government Op
erations is required, under · the provi
sions of the Legislative Reorganization 

Act o·r 1946, to give special attention to 
the reports of the Comptroller General 
and to the work of the General Account
ing Office. The staff of the committee 
examines -the information and recom
mendations contained in the reports. 
and frequently discusses the contents 
with the agencies involved. When nec
essary, conferences are held with repre
sentr..tives of the General Accounting 
Office with regard to further action that 
may be indicated on the more impor
tant recommendations, with the view of 
having the information and suggestions 
utilized, when approved by Committees 
of the Congress. , . . . · · 

. The committee has obseFved, from its 
review of the audit reports, that the bet
ter the internal controls of the agency 
-the more attention the General Account
ing Office is ab.le to· give to higher levels 
of operations rather than to detailed 
tests of transactions. ·The ·report stress
es the importance of agencies in the ex
ecutive branch adopting policies to 
increase their efforts to improve their 
own internal audits and controls in or
der to enable the General Acc~unting 
Office to devote more of its efforts to 
broader fiscal studies and examination~ 
of Government-wide activities and to 
further its effectiveness in serving the 
needs of the Congress. 

The report cites many instances of 
savings that have resulted from recom
mendations 9f the General Accounting 
Office, either by agency actions or 
through the committees of the Congress 
of which the following -are cited as ex~ 
amples. . 

The General Accounting Office audit 
disclosed a large over-procurement of 
je~ engine~. When this was brought to 
.tpe attention of the Department of the 
Air Force, an outstanding contract was 
reduced to the extent economically pos
sible, with an estimated saving of be
tween $50 and $60 million, and planned 
procurement was decreased by approxi
mately $10 million. Further examina
tion of requirements for spare engines 
phasing out of production revealed other 
instances of over-procurement and re
sulted in further cutbacks by the Air 
Force. 

The General Accounting Office also 
made a review of certain procurement 
practices o.f the Arm.Y Ordnance Corps, 
encompassing a review of more than 
700 negotiated contracts, involving ex
penditures of $9,700,000,000. The Gen
eral Accounting Office reports that im
portant matters were brought to the at
tention of administrative officials at the 
time they were observed, and many ques
tionable practices were corrected, re
sulting in savings reported to b'.) in excess 
of · $2,700,000, as well as other savings 
from the ·strengthening of managerial 
controls which are not · susceptible of 
measurement in dollar figures. 

During the audit of one of AEC's large 
prime contracts. the General Accounting 
Office observed that a purchasing omce 
was being maintained at Chicago, Ill., 
and that warehousing and accounting 
functions were being performed at Los 
Alamos, N. Mex. The Comptroller Gen
eral recommended to the ·Commission 
that the functions be consolidated at 
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Los Alamos. As, .a result, all accounting 
functions were consolidated at Los Ala
mos and the Chicago :Purchasing office 
was closed. This· i~ expected to reduce 
costs about $200,000 annually. 

The General Accounting Office recom
mended that the Puerto Rico Reconstruc
tion Administration be dissolved, and 
that jts activities be liquidated by other 
agencies of the Federal or Insular Gov
ernment in Puerto Rico. The Sena·te 
and House Committees on Interior and 
Insular Affairs unanimously recom
mended enactment of legislation to 
accomplish an accelerated liquidation, 
and legislation was enacted granting the 
Secretary of the Interior broad powers 
to liquidate this organization. Officials 
of the Department of the Interior esti
mated that this action would result in 
an overall saving to the Government 
of $7 million to $8 million after payment 

· of all expenses of liquidation. 
The audits -outlined in the analyses 

also include recommendations for the 
~mprovement of many other types of 
agency activities, which have resulted in. 
reducing Federal expenditures, such as 
the reduction in the number of motor 
vehicles being operated in · excess of 
agency needs; the assessment of fees for 
special services; and improvements in 
contract procedures, which accord with 
programs initiated and policies approved 
by the Committee on Government Op
erations. The report is replete with spe
cific citations of savings resulting from 
the audits, whiph .aggregate millions of 
dollars. 

The audit reports, in themselves, are 
cons~dered only .as a medium· by which 
information is transmitted or recom
mendations are made for improvement 
or corrective action. They provide a 
basis for action or decisions by the agen
cies or by the Congress. The committee 
recognizes that not all recommendations 
contained in these reports will be agreed 
to or accepted in their entirety by offi
cials of the agencies or by the commit
tees having oversight jurisdiction, but 
they form a basis for an independent ap
praisal of agency expenditures and 
activities. 

The committee believes that the re
view of the audit reports of the Comp
troller General should be of special in
terest and assistance to the appropriate 
jurisdictiona~ committees of the Congress 
in their examination. of agency programs 
and activities. The facts submitted in 
summary form should prove to be more 
readily adapted for committee use than 
would be possible through the study of 
all of the details contained in the 378 
separate audit reports which have been 
submitted to the Congress by the Comp
troller General, beginning with the SOth 
Congress and extending through Janu
ary 15; 1956. 

I ask th~t the report be printed. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 

report will be received and printed, as 
requested by the Senator from Arkansas. 

BILLaS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 
INTRODUCED 

Bills and joint resolutions were intro
duced, read the first time, and, by unan4 · 

imous consent,.:'the.second time, and: re
ferred as follows:: . 

By Mr. BUSH '(for himself, Mr. Pua
TELL, .Mr. BENDER, Mr. BENNETT. Mr, 
BRIDGES, Mr. DUFF, .Mr. FLANDERS, 
Mr. GEORGE, Mr. GREEN, Mr. IVES, Mr. 
KUCHEL, Mr. MANSFIELD, Mr. PASTORE, 
Mr. PAYNE; Mr:. . SALTONSTALL, Mr. 
SMITH of New Jersey, Mr. YOUNG, Mr~ 
KENNEDY, Mr. BIBLE, Mr. MAGNUSON, 
Mr. KERR, and Mr. MARTIN of Perin-
syl van.la) : · 

S. 3272. A bill to increase and make cer
tain revisions .in the general authorizations· 
for small flood-control projects in the Flood 
Control Act of .1948; to the Committee on 
Public Works .. 

(See the remarks of Mr. BUSH when he in
troduced the above bill, which appear under 
a separate heading.) 

By Mr. HUMPHREY (for Mr. CHAVEZ): 
S. 3273. A bill to provide authorization for 

emergency flood-protection projects in ar~as 
of the United States where such projects are 
needed for the protection of life and prop
erty; to the Committee on Public Works. 

(See the remarks of Mr. HUMPHREY when 
he introduced the above bill, which appear 
under a separate heading.) . 1 . 

By Mr. BRICKER: . ) ,. 
S. 3274. A bill for the relief of Marcos Go; 

to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr: MAGNUSON (for himself and 

· Mr. KUCHEL): 
S. 3275. A bill to establish a sound and 

comprehensive national policy with respec~ 
to the development, conservation for preser
vation, management· and use of "fisheries 're
sources, to create and· prE:!scribe the functions 
of the United States Fisheries Commission, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
· (See the remarks of Mr. MAGNUSON relating 
to the above bill, which appear under a sepa
rate heading.) 

By Mr. MORSE: 
S. 3276. A bill for the relief of Jan Hovorka; 

to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. MURRAY (for himself, Mr. AN

DERSON, Mr. BARRE'IT, Mr. BmLE, Mr. 
GOLDWATER, Mr. HAYDEN, Mr. MALONE, 
Mr. MANSFIELD, and Mr. Scarr): 

S. J. Res. 14.8. Joint resolution expressing 
the sense of the Congress with respect to a 
souna national minerals policy, and directing 
the Secretary of the Interior to take certain 
action in furtherance of such policy; to the 
Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. BEALL: , 
S. J. Res. 149. Joint resolution to provide 

for a survey and study of the potential ca
pacity of the harbors and ports of the United 
States for the repair and maintenance of 
atomic-powered vessels; to the Committee 
on Public Works. 

URGENTLY NEEDED SMALL FLOOD
CONTROL PROJECTS 

Mr. BUSH. Mr. President, ·I am about 
to introduce a bill, and I ask unanimous 
consent that I may speak on it in excess 
of the 2 minutes allowed under the order 
which has been entered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With
out objection, the Senator from Con
necticut may proceed. 
. Mr. BUSH. Mr. President, I intro
duce, for appropriate reference, a ·bill 
to increase and make certain revisions 
in the general authorization for small 
ftood-control projects in the Flood Con
trol Act of . 1948. The purpose of- the 
bill is to break through the bottleneck 
of time in the · construction · of urgently 
needed ftood-protection projects. The 
bill would give -the Corps of Engineers 
needed ilexibility in pressing forward 
with construction of small, but vital 

fio.od-control works for the protection 
of communities in the State of Connecti
cut and elsewhere throughout the Na
tion, which have been so sorely atnicted 
by ftood disasters in recent months. · 
· Joining me in sponsorship of the bill 
are my colleagues the distinguished jun
ior Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PuR
TELLJ, the Senator from California [Mr. 
KucHELJ, the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
GEORGE[, the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
PAYNE], the Senators from Massachu
setts IMr. SALTONSTALL and Mr. KEN
NEDY], the· Senator from Montana [Mr. 
MANSFIELD], the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. BRIDGES]. the Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. SMITHJ, the Sen
ator from Nevada [Mr. BIBLE], the 'Sen
ator from New Ynrk [Mr. IVES], the 
Senator from North Dakota IMr. 
YoUNG], the Senator from Ohio IMr. 
BENDER], the Senator from Oklahoma 
[Mr. KERR], the Senators from Pennsyl
vania [Mr. MARTIN and Mr. DUFF], .the 
Senators from Rhode Island [Mr. GREEN 
and Mr. PASTORE], the Senator from Utah 
EMr. BENNETT], the Senator from Ver
mont ·[Mr. FLANDERS], and the Senator 
from Washington [Mr. MAGNUSON]. 

Mr. BUSH. Mr. President, I ask unan
imous consent that the text of the bill be 
printed in the RECORD at the conclusion 
of my remarks. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With
out objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. BUSH. Mr. President, on Jan
uary 5, I introduced a bill, S. 2853, to au
thorize the construction of ftood-pro
tection measures in the Northeastern 
States affected by the August and Octo
ber 1955 ftoods which caused such great 
loss of life, human distress, and property 
damage. This was a companion bill, 
identical in all major respects, to H. R. 
7870, introduced by the distinguished 
majority leader of the House of. Repre
sentatives, Mr. McCORMACK, of Massa
chusetts. 
·. There is ample justification for giving 
priority to the need for ftood protection 
in the Northeast. The reasons why we 
face a greater emergency than other 
parts of the country were recently sum
marized by Maj. Gen. E. C. Itschner, 
Assistant Chief of Engineers for Civil 
Works, before the Committee on Appro
priations, as follows: 

First. There is a great chance . that 
the hurricanes and storms that produce 
floodwaters in the Northeast are much 
more frequent than we had contem
plated heretofore. 

. Second. Only 22 percent of the au
thorized flood-control program in New 
England has been accomplished to date, 
which is the lowest in any part of the 
country. 

Third. The areas that are affected by 
ftoods in New England are extremely 
highly populated, highly developed and 
industrialized and developments are 
concentrated in a small area and a nar
row valley,. and therefore when they are 
affected by ftoods the result is extremely 
disastrous per unit of area. 

Although we must, therefore, regard 
the Northeast's need for ftood-control 
work as mo12t urgent, it also should be 
recognized that ftoods· are . a national 
problem. This has been tragically dem
onstrated very recently by the disastrous 
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fioods on the west coast. The records 
of our chief disaster relief agency, the 
Federal Civil Defense Administration, 
show that major fiood disasters have af
fected the following States within the 
past 3 years: Texas, Florida, In
diana, West Virginia, California, Iowa, 
New Mexico, South Dakota, Colorado, 
Nevada, California, North Carolina, 
Rhode Island, Pennsylvania, New Jersey, 
New York, Massachusetts, Oregon, and 
Connecticut. Accordingly, the bill being 
introduced today proposes to deal with 
this problem on a national basis. . 

The need for the proposed legislation 
arises from the restrictions placed on. 
fiood-control work under existing law .. 
The law now requires that fiood-control 
dams and reservoirs and other large 
projects must be specifically authorized 
by statute and that appropriations for 
each undertaking must be voted by the 
Congress before planning and construc
tion can begin. 

This is a necessary and proper pro
cedure, essential for · protection of the 
taxpayers' interests, when fiood-control 
works requiring~ large expenditures are 
involved. But it is time consuming, usu
ally requiring the passage of many years. 

The Congress has recognized that in 
the case of small fiood-control projects 
the laborious process of specific author
izations and appropriations can safely be 
omitted. The Flood Control Act of 1948 
provides a general authorization for 
projects of this kind, with limitations on 
the cost of any single project of $150,000 
and of $3 million on the total amount of 
expenditures in 1 fiscal year. 

The recent fiood disasters have dem
onstrated that these limitations are too 
restrictive, and are preventing much 
work which 1s urgently needed in the 
light of the emergency conditions con
front~ng my State and other States, not 
only m the Northeast but on the west 
coast and in other areas of the Nation. 

The bill would correct this defect in 
present law by raising the limitations 
in the Flood Control · Act of 1948 to 
$500,000 for single projects, and $15 
million for total expenditures in 1 fiscal 
year. 

Local, State, and congressional au
thority over fiood-control works would 
be safeguarded by the following condi-
tions: · 

Concurrence must be obtained from 
the affected State, or political subdivi
sion, prior to the commencement of each 
proposed project. 
· In the case of projects which would 
cost in excess of $150,000, justifications 
must be submitted to the Committees 
on Public Works of the House and Sen
ate before work is commenced. 

Additional safeguards include provi
s~o~ requiring compliance with the pro
visions of local cooperation specified in 
section 3 of the Flood Control Act of 
~une 22, 1936, as amended; and that the 
work must be complete in itself and shall 
not commit the United States to any ad
ditional improvement ·to insure its suc
cessful operat~on, except as may result 
from the normal procedure applying to 
projects authorized after submission of 
preliminary examination and survey 
works. 

In a recent inspection trip through 
the Naugatuck Valley, the worst devas
tated area in my State, I visited a num
ber of locations where the proposed au
thority would be invaluable. 
· In cleaning the river, under the limited 
authority conferred by Public Law 875 
the engineers have deposited earth: 
gravel, and rock spoil on the banks in 
the form of dikes. These could be made 
permanent by reinforcement, rip-rap
ping, and so forth, and could be tied in 
with concrete fiood walls and other fiood
control structures to provide more ade
quate protection for the communities 
which were so adversely affected this 
past year. Moreover, unless these dikes 
are protected, another fiood may wash 
them down the river, resulting in a 
waste of the money already spent. 
· In addition to locations in the Nauga

tuck Valley communities, opportunities 
for providing this kind of essential fiood 
protective work at small cost exist in 

- the fiood-affected communities in the 
Thames River Basin in eastern Connec
~icut, in the Farmington River Valley 
m north-central Connecticut and in 
Fairfield County in the southwestern 
part of my state. I am sure that similar 
work could. be accomplished under the 
authority of the proposed legislation in 
many other States. 

This Congress has recently voted and 
President Eisenhower has approved, an 
urgent deficiency bill providing appro
priations for an accelerated fiood con
trol program in the Northeastern 
States. At this time I should lilrn to 
express publicly my appreciation to my 
colleagues in the Senate, especially the 
distinguished chairman and members 
of the Appropriations Committee . for 
their sympathetic treatment of' our 
needs. This action will permit a savings 
in time, as much as a year in the case 
of some projects, in getting this work 
underway. 

The President has, additionally, re
quested funds for the accelerated north
eastern program in his budget for the 
coming fiscal year. In all, 19 fiood con
trol pr:ojects in Northeastern States are 
included in the accelerated program in
volving a total Federal cost of $135 5ao -
000. , • 

Tables listing the construction projects 
included in the accelerated program for 
the Northeast follow: 
Five projects included in fiscal year 1956 

supplemental request for initial construc
tion funds 

Estimated Federal 
cost 

~· Barre Falls Reservoir, Mass ___ $2, 680, ooo 
2·. Buffumvllle, Reservoir, Mass__ 2, 820, 000 
3. _Ott~r Brook Reservoir, N. H__ 4, 800, 000 
4. Bear Creek Reservoir, Pa _____ 17, 900, 000 
5. Ball Mountain Reservoir, Vt __ 16, 600, 000 

SubtotaL----------:------ 44, .800, ooo 
Fourteen additional· projects included in 

fiscal year 19.57 budget for initial construc
tion funds 

l. Tho:tnaston Reservoir, Conn_ $16, 000, 000 
2. East Brimfield Reservoir, 

Mass------------------~-- 5,700,000 
3. Hodges Village Reservoir, 

Mass-----------·---------- 4:, 350, 000 
4. Wor.cester, Mass_____________ 5, 030, 000 
5. Endicott, Johnson City, and 

Vestal, N. Y-------------- 4, 840, ooo 

Fourteen additional projects included in 
fiscal year 1957 budget for initial construc
tion funds-Continued 

6. Dyberry Reservoir, Pa._______ $7, 630, 000 
7. Stillwater Reservoir, Pa ___ .__ 9, 200, ooo 
8. Prompton Reservoir, Pa____ 5, 860, 000 
9. East Barre Reservoir (modif), 
- Vermont----------------- 3, 750, 000 

10. North Springfield Reservoir, 
Vermont ----------------- 9, 9Q,O, 000 

11. Townshend Reservoir, Vt__ 10, 800, 000 
12. Waterbury Reservoir 

(modif), Vermont________ 860, 000 
13. Wrightsville Reservoir 

(modif), Vermont________ 2, 660, ooo 
14. Woonsocket, R. l.1--------- 4, 200, ooo 

Subtotal ________________ 90,780,000 

Grand totaL-------~---- 135, 580, 000 · · 

· 
1 Fiscal year 1956 supplemental includes 

request for authority to use $150,000 of avail
able construction funds for preparatory work 
on this project. 

In addition to these projects, all au
~horized by law, other fiood-control work 
m my State and region will be needed. 
The C~rps of ~ngineers is presently en
gaged. m studies to determine ways of 
pluggmg the gaps in the Northeast's 
flood-control plan which were disclosed 
by the 1955 fioods. This work is being 
done under authority of a resolution 
adopted by the Committee on Public 
Works, at my request, on September 14 
1955, .and! am informed that good prog~ 
ress is bemg made. Additional studies 
are being made under the so-called Bush 
Act <Public Law 71, 84th Cong., 1st sess.) 
t? determine methods of preventing hur
ricane damage alpng the eastern sea-
bo~rd. ·· 

However, the projects included in the 
acce~erated program are dams and res
ervoirs and other large protective works . 
all of !'hich cannot be completed befor~ 
a considerable lapse of time. It is prob
~ble that a number of new projects aris
mg ~rom recommendations based on the 
s~udies now. un~er way will require spe
cific. authorizations and appropriations. 
Agam, a considerable amount of time 
must pass before these protective works 
can come into being. 

Although we must wait for the com
pletion of d~ms and reservoirs and other 
l~rge protective works, ·smaller, but 
vitally needed fiood-control measures 
~an be undertaken in the coming months 
if the bill being introduced today is 
promptly enacted into law. 

We dare not delay. Time is the bottle
neck we must overcome to the maximum 
possible extent. We have been warned 
on very responsible authority, there i~ 
gr~ve danger of new fiood disasters in 
this very year. 

It is my hope that the Committee on 
Public Works will hold prompt hearings 
on the. propose_d legislation. The Corps 
of Engmeers needs the-fiexibility in :flood 
control work which it would furnish 
The people in the stricken river valleys. 
not only in my. State but .throughout th~ 
Northeast and other.par.ts of the country 
need the protection it w.ould provide. ' w~ 
~ust break through the bottleneck of 
time. 

. The. PRESIDENT ·pro · tempore. The 
bill will be i:eceived and appropriately 
re~erred! and, without .objecti-0n, will be 
prmted m the RECORD. 
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The bill cs. 3272>" to·increase and make 

certain revisions in the general authori
zation for small flood-control projects in 
the Flood Control Act of 1948, introduced 
by. Mr. BusH <fo)' himself and other Sen.
ators), was received, read -twice by its 
title . ref erred to the Committee on Pub
lic Works, and ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 205 of the 
Flood Control Act of 1948 is amended to read 
as follows: 

"SEC. 205. (a) The Secretary of the Army is 
hereby authorized to allot, from ap.y appr~
priations heretofore or hereafter made for 
flood control, not to exceed $15 million for 
any one fl.seal year for the construction of 
flood-control projects not specifically author
ized by law when, in the opinion of the Chief 
of Engineers, such work is warranted, subject 
to the following conditions: · 

"(l) ·Not more than $500,000 shall be allot
ted for this purpose for any single project 
for expenditure during any 1 fl.seal year; 

"(2) The provisions of · local cooperation 
specified in section 3 of the Flood Control 
Act of June 22, 1936, as amended, shall apply; 

.. "(3) Concurrence shall be obt~ined from 
the affected State_ or political s_ubdivision, or 
both, prior to the commencement of 9on-
struction of each proposed project; and · . 

"(4) The work shall be complete in itself 
and shall not commit the United States to 
any additional improvement to insure its 
successful operation except as may result 
from the normal procedure applying to proj
ects authorized after submission of prelim
inary examination and survey reports. 

"(b) (1) Before work is initiated under 
tliis section on any flood-control project or 
other flood protective measure wp.ich the 
s ·ecretary of the Army estimates will cost in 
excess of '$150,000 for any 1 fiscal year, he 
shall submit to the Committee on Public 
Works of the .senate and the Committee on 
Public Works of the House of Representatives 
a report outlining the proposed plan of pro
tec1;ion together with an analysis of the jus
tification therefor. The report shall be de
livered to both committees on the same· day 
and while each House is in session. No work 
shall be initiated on any project or other 
measure with respect to which such a report 
is made until the expiration of the first period 
of 30 calendar days, of continuous session of 
the Congress, following the date on which 
the report is transmitted to the committees. 

"(2) For purposes of paragraph '(l)
"(A) continuity of session shall be con

sidered as broken only by an adjournment of 
the Congress sine die; but 

"(B) in the computation of the 30-day 
period there shall be excluded the days on 
which either House is not in session because 
of an adjournment of more than 3 days to a 
day certain." 

EMERGENCY FLOOD PROTECTION 
PROJECTS IN CERTAIN AREAS 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, on 
behalf of the Senator from New Mexico 
[Mr. CHAVEZ], I introduce, for appropri
ate reference, a bill to provide authori
zation for . emergency flood protection 
projects in areas of the United States 
where such projects are needed for the 
protection of life and property .. · I ask 
unanimous consent that the bill, together 
with a statement, prepared by the Sen
ator from New Mexico, relating to the 
bill, be printed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
bill will be received and appropriately re
f erred; and, without objection. the bill 

and statement· will be printed in the 
RECORD. 

The bill <S. 3273) to provide authori:.. 
zation for emergency flood · ·protection 
projects in areas of the United 'States 
where such. projects are needed for the 
protection of life and property, intro
duced by Mr. HUMPHREY (for Mr. 
CHAVEZ), was received, read twice by its 
title, referred to the Committee on Pub
lic Works, and ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That (a) in ·view of 
the urgent need for the immediate construc
tion in many areas of the United States 
of flood-protective works which otherwise 
might be unduly delayed awaiting investi
gation and authorization under regularly 
established procedures, the Chief of Engi
neers under the direction of the Secretary 
of the Army may accomplish flood-protective 
projects not specifically authorized by law 
in any area of the United States where, i~ 
the opinion of the Secretary of the Army 
and the Chief of Engineers, such projects 
are necessary and should be accomplished 
without delay for the protection . of life and 
property. Flood-protective projects initiated 
under this act shall be subject to the con
ditions specified in sections 2 and 3 of this . 
act. -

(b) The authority provided in this act 
shall be in addition to that provided in sec
tion 205 of the Flood Control Act of 1948, 
as amended. 
. (c) No expenditures shall be made under 
the authority of this act after June 30, 19£0. 

SEC. 2. The Secretary of the Army is hereby 
authorized to allot, from any appropriations 
heretofore or ·hereafter made for flood con
trol, not to exceed $20 million for any one fis
cal year for the construction of flood-pro
tective projects under the provisions of this 
act. Such construction shall be subject to 
the following conditions: 

( 1) Not more than $500,000 shall be al
lotted for any single project for expenditure 
during any one fiscal year; 

(2) The provisfons of local cooperation 
specified in section 3 of the Flood Contrbl 
Act of June 22, 1936, as amended, shall apply 
to such projects; 

(3) Concurrence shall be obtained from 
the affected State or political subdivision, or 
both, prior _ to the commencement of con
struction of each proposed project; and 

(4) The work in each project shall be com
plete in itself and shall not commit the 
United States to any additional improvement 
to insure its successful operation except as 
may result from the normal procedure apply
ing to projects authorized after submission 
of preliminary examination and survey re-
ports. · 

SEC. 3. (a) Before work ls initiated under 
this act on any flood-protective project which 
the Secretary of the Army estimates will 
cost in excess of $150,000 for any one fiscal 
year, he shall submit to the Committee on 
Public Works of the Senate and the Com
mittee on Public Works of the House of Rep
resentatives a report outlining the proposed 
plan of protection together with an analysis 
of the justification therefor. The report 
shall be delivered to both committees on the 
same day and while each House is in ses
sion. No work shall be initiated on any proj
ect or other measure with respect to. which 
such a. report is made until the expiration of 
the first period of 30 calendar days, of con
tinuous session of the Congress, following 
the date on which the report is transmitted 
to the committees. 

(b) For purposes of subsection (a.)-
( 1) continuity of session shall be con

sidered as broken only by an adjournment 
Qf the Congress sine die; but 

::... · (2) .in the- con).putation of the 30-day pe
riod there shall be excluded the days on 
which either House is not in session because 
of an adjournment of more than 3 days to 
a day certain. 1 

STATEMENT.BY SENATOR CHAVEZ · 

I have introduced a bill to provide for 
emergency flood-protection projects in areas 
of the United States where such projects 
are needed for the protection of life and 
property. 

We now have acts which provide for small 
flood·-control projects in areas where· proj
ects are not specifi-cally authorized and not 
within areas intended to be protected by 
projects so authorized; we have acts which 
provide for emergency activities by the Corps 
of Engineers in connection with flood fight
ing and repairs to flood-control works threat
ened or damaged by floods; we have . !'1-"ts 
which authorize the Federal Civil Defense 
Administration to assist in restoring· essen
tial public services and. cleanup work after 
a flood, but we do not have authorizations 
which would allow for the construction of 
emergency works which would temporariiy 
take care of flood problems and prevent wide
spread damage and suffering until permanent 
flood-control works can be planned and con
structed. 

In the State · of New Mexico, particularly 
in Albuquerque, ·we have had several dis
astrous floods but no agency of the Federal 
Government could provide needed assistance 
in the form of emergency flood-controi' works. 
I understand that this is true in the New 
England, California, and other areas which 
also experienced great suffering during their 
recent disastrous ·floods: The bill which I 
am introducing is designed to provide for 
such emergency needs. 

AGRICULTURAL ACT OF 1956-NO
TICE ·OF INTENTION TO SUBMIT 
AMENDMENT 
Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I wish to 

give noti~e that I expect to submit an 
amendment to the agricultural bill <S. 
3183) to provide an improved farm prq
gram, which is now under consideration. 
The amendment would add a new sec
tion at the end of title III of the bill. 

I am not asking that my amendment 
be printed as such. My reason is, it has 
already been printed as a separate bill, 
and I wish to a void the added cost of 
reprinting it. For the information of 
the Senate, I wish to say that my amend
ment will be identical with the bill <S. 
2940) to establish a Commission to pre
pare legislation providing for increased 
industrial use of agricultural products, 
introduced by me qn J~nuary 16, 1956. 
A copy of Senate bill 2940, and my state
ment in reference thereto, can l;>e found 
on page 518 of the RECORD for January 16, 
1956.' 

INDUSTRIAL USE OF AGRICUL
TURAL PRODUCTS-ADDITIONAL 
COSPONSOR OF BILL 
Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, on Jan

uary 16, 1956, on behalf of myself arid 
other Senators, I introduced the bill ($. 
2940) to establish a commission to pre
pare legislation_ providing f9r _ incre~ed 

' industrial use of agricultural products." 
If and when Senate bill 2940 is reprinted, 
I ask unanimous consent that the nanie 
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of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. CAPE
HART]_ may be added as a cosponsor. · 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With
out objection, it is so ordered. 

ADDRESSES, EDITORIALS, ARTI
CLES, ETC., PRINTED IN THE REC
ORD 
On request, and by unanimous con

sent, addresses, editorials, articles, etc., 
were ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

By Mr. STENNIS: 
Address on the conservatism of George 

Washington, delivered by Senator BRICKER on 
February 22, 1956, before the American Good 
Government Society, Washington, D. C. 

By Mr. WILEY: 
Address on International . Security and 

Disarmament in the Light of Present Day 
Circumstances, delivered by him before the 
Interparliamentary Union meeting in Hel
sinki, Finland, in August 1955. 

SENATOR MAGNUSON, OF WASHING
TON, AND CANCER RESEARCH 

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, the 
March issue of the National Eagles' mag
azine · contains an artfcle which will be 
of considerable interest to us ·in the 
Senate, as well as to every citizen of this 
Nation. 

The article deals with a subject of uni
versal interest-cancer research and the 
progress being made at the National 
Cancer Institute under the direction of 
Dr. John R. Heller. It also graphically 
and chronologically tells the part the 
Senator from Washington [Mr. MAGNU
SON] has played in creating the National 
Cancer Institute and in getting this great 
research study under way. 

A member of the Fraternal Order of 
Eagles for many years, the Senator from 
Washington stands for and has con
sistently worked for the humanitarian 
legislation which this great American 
fraternal organization advocates. He 
has been outstanding in many fields, but 
has achieved a special recognition for 
his work in the field of cancer research. 

In addition to publishing the article, 
the Fraternal Order of Eagles, on behalf 
of its more than 1 million members, 
went a step further and presented the 
Senator from Washington its interna
tional civic award. The exact wording 
of that award, which took the form of a 
wall plaque, is this: 

Presented to Senator WARREN G. MAGNUSON 
In recognition of his humanitarian efforts 
and achievements in behalf of cancer re
search and establishing the National Cancer 
Institute. 

At this point I ask unanimous consent 
to have printed in the RECORD the article 
carried in the March issue of the Na
tional Eagles' magazine. I make this 
request, Mr. President, ·because of ·my 
great admiration and affection for the 
senior Senator from Washington, who 
has consistently, in his many years ef 
service in the Congress of the -United 
States, successfully worked and voted 
for those measures which the Fraternal 
Order of Eagles stands for in the field 

of social ·security, pensions, · workmen's 
compensation, and better schools. The 
courage and integrity of the Senator 
from Washington have been proved on 
many occasions, and he has never for
gotten that it is his job to do the best 
he can for the people of his State and 
the Nation at all times. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is 
there objection to the unanimous-con
sent request? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, reserving the ,right to object-and 
I shall not object to the insertion which 
the Senator from Montana requests-
I want to associate· myself with the senti
ments of the Fraternal Order of Eagles, 
the award, and with the comments maa'e 
by the distinguished Senator from Mon
tana [Mr. MANSFIELD], one of the ablest 
and most beloved Members of this body. 
For many years I- have served with the 
distinguished Senator from Washington 
[Mr. MAGNUSON]. We were desk mates, 
so to speak, on a committee in the 
House of Representatives for some 12 
years. We have served in the Senate to
gether several years. I know of no 
greater humanitarian, and I am familiar 
with no efforts made by anyone of 
greater value in the field of medical re
search. His work has been effective not 
only in cancer research, but in research 
on polio, multiple sclerosis, muscular 
dystrophy, tuberculosis, heart ailments, 
and many other dreaded diseases. The 
Senator from Washington has always led 
the fight for such research in the com
mittee and on the floor. I should like 
the privilege of associating myself with 
the very fine tribute paid to him by a 
very fine organization and by our mutual 
friend, the Senator from Montana [Mr. 
MANSFIELD]. 

Mr. MANSFIELD. I thank the senior 
Senator from Texas. 

Mr. MURRAY. Mr. President, will my 
colleague yield? 

Mr. MANSFIELD. I yield to the Sena
tor from Montana, my distinguished sen
ior colleague. 

Mr. MURRAY. I wish to be associated 
with my distinguished colleague from 
Montana and with the distinguished ma
jority leader in their expressions of ap
preciation and commendation of the 
work done by the Senator from Wash
ington [Mr. MAGNUSON] ih the field of 
national health. As chairman of the 
Committee on Education and Labor, 
which has jurisdiction of matters per
taining to national health, I wish to say 
that I know personally the important 
contrib~tions and results which have 
been accomplished through the efforts 
of the Senator from Washington. He 
has always been in the front line, work
ing with his well-known ability and en
ergy for these humanitarian purposes. 

So, Mr. President, I am very happy to 
join with my colleague in these com
ments and in expressing my personal 
appreciation of the excellent work ac
complished by the_ distinguished senior 
Senator from Washington. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is 
there objection to the request of the Sen
ator from Montana? 

There being· no objection, the ·article 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 
CANCER FIGHTER: EAGLE SENATOR WARREN 

MAGNUSON HAS BEEN .. F'IGHTING ·FOR ·AN EN
LARGED CANCER RESEARCH PROGRAM SINCE 
1937, AND HE HAS BEEN .VICTpRlOUS 

(By David Devlin) 
On August 2, 1937, a youthful, taffy-ha.ired 

Congressman from the State of Washington 
arose on the floor of Congress to make his 
maiden speech. Ordinarily-such an event is 
of less interest than the results of a tiddle
winlts tournament, but this time it was dif
ferent. The House was full, and the galleries 
were jammed. · 

The occasion: WARREN GRANT MAGNUSON, a 
31-year-old Eagle salon from Seattle, was 
presenting the case for his legislation to 
establish a National Cancer Institute, which 
was before Congress for passage. It was a 
big challenge for a freshman legislator, but 
MAGNUSON'S words, ringing through the vast 
congressional chamber, aroused his col
leagues to attention. 

"It is a sad commentary," he declared, 
"that our Government today is spending only 
$100,000 a year to combat cancer-far less 
than the millions it is spending to fight dis
ease among animals. We are actually spend
ing less than $1 for each new case of cancer 
discovered. 

"Yet cancer, that dread killer, is the mod
ern menace of civilized nations. It kills 
more of our American citizens than all our 
wars combined. And the menace is growing 
each year." 

· Congress listened to the broad-shouldered 
young man from the West. Later that year 
the Magnuson bill was signed into law by 
Eagle President Franklin D. Roosevelt, and 
the National Cancer Institute was . estab
lished. In gratitude MAGNUSON - "arose to 
thank his colleagues. · 

"The Congressmen who have aided me in 
the passage of this bill," he said "have joined 
forces in one of the most impressive move
ments of modern times. We have made a 
real contribution to those noble scientists 
who hav·e labored so long and hard in their 
endless search for truth. The altars of ex
periment can now be warmed by- the fuel 
which you have provided." 

His words were prophetic. Today, 19 years 
after passage of the Magnuson bill, the first 
blow of America's broad-scale war against 
cancer, the United States Government 1s 
spending $25 million a year-250 times as 
much as it was in 1937-in cancer research. 
It is working closely with private groups such 
as the FOE-backed Damon Runyon Cancer 
1'und and the American Cancer Society to 
ctlrb the Natlon's second biggest killer. 
These joint efforts have saved countless 
thousands from cancer th::ough early 
detection. 

"One of the things I've appreciated most 
during my 25 years as an Eagle," says MAGNU
SON today, "has been the fraternity's unceas
ing work in the war against cancer. The 
Eagles' wonderful contributions to cancer 
research have stimulated the Government's 
effort in this field, and we have worked in 
perfect harmony together." 

During his 2 decades in the House and 
Senate, WARREN MAGNUSON has been so 
closely identified with the campaign for ex~ 
panded cancer research that- his · colleagues 
call him, Old Cancer Killer. Chuckles his 
fellow Eagle Senator; BILL LANGER, of North 
Dakota: 

"Every time 'Magie' comes up to me and. 
hands me· a good cigar-I figure he's After more 
money for cancer research. And we usually 
give· it to him, too." · 

MAGNUSON'S ~eal has not, however, al
ways been appreciated. Once a crusty elder 
colleague asked him why he was "wasting 
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time trying to -promote money for a sllly 
bunch of long-haired scientists to play 
around ·with test tubes at taxpayer ex
pense." 

"Senator," replied the Eagle salon, "we 
spend billions for bombs, battleships, and 
buildings. I see no reason- why we should 
scrimp when it comes to the health of our 
citizens." 

Later, when a close relative of the com
plaining Se.nator was atllicted with cancer, 
the man became a supporter of MAGNUSON'S 
efforts to increase the scope of medical re
search. 

The Eagle Senator developed his initial in
terest in cancer research · when a boyhood 
friend of his in Moorhead, Minn., was strick
en .with the dread disease. There was · an
other reason, too. 

~'A lot of. the human ·misery I saw- as _ a 
youngster was caused by the disease," recalls 
MAGNUSON. "I saw healthy men and women 
in the prime of life suddenly fold up and 
die or waste away-and no one knew why: 
It just made good sense ti:> do everything .we 
could to find the answers-=--and the cures.'' 

MAGNUSON'S interest in this kind of social 
issue-applied Christianity, he- calls it
was reflected at an early age. Not long after 
his arrival into Seattle on a Great Northern 
freight train, he won electii:m to the State 
legislature at the age of 27.: 

Despite his youth, Magie (as he's called 
by his friends) was named legislative floor 
leader for the most important piece of leg
islation before the body: the Eagles' old-age 
assistance b1ll. 

MAGNUSON, a member of Seattie Aerie-No . . t, 
handled the legislative infighting that pilot
ed the b1ll through. . "That fight taught 
me," says Magie today, "that you could do a 
lot of good for people in the legislative 
arena." 

Later MAGNUSON returned from wartime 
service in the United States Navy under 
Admiral ."Bull" Halsey. He found another 
opportunity to further America's program 
of medical research. 

During World War II the research started 
by the National Cancer. Institute was ex
panded to meet ·the needs of wartime medi.; 
cille-and ·it did a magnificent job. · So· im
pressed was Eagle President FDR that he 
called .in MAGNUSON and other congressional 
leaders to confer .with Dr. Vannevar Bush, 
then the Nation's atomic head . . "We have 
'shown that the mobilization of medical and 
scientific research can produce real results," 
said FDR. "If . possible, it should be carried 
over into peacetime." 

The result was ( 1) the Bush report, 
Science, the Endless Frontier, which strongly 
recommended continuation of "the war of 
science against disease," and (2) a new Mag
nuson bill advocating creation of a National 
Science Foundation. 

"If we are to maintain the medical prog
ress of the last 25 years," declared the Eagle 
Senator, "the Government must expand its 
financial support to include research in can
cer, polio, multiple sclerosis, and other so
called uncurable diseases." 

The campaign for the National Science 
Foundation took 5 long years, due to intra
congressional disputes over the scope and 
nature of the proposed foundation. 

Finally, in May 1950 all the · bugs :were 
ironed out, and Eagle President Harry Tru
man signed the Magnuson bill into law. 
With a flourish he handed the pen to the 
beaming Washington Senator. "No one has 
done more to achieve this than you, War-
ren," said the President. · 

In the meantime MAGNUSON and other far
sighted Senators-among them Eagle solons 
MIKE MANSFIELD, ALEXANDER WILEY, and 
"BILL" LANGER-continued the campaign for 
increased research funds for four categories 
of national health: cancer, heart disease, 

mental mness, and dental care. When econ- I think that recent events make it 
omy-minded colleagues attempted to slash necessary to examine all the factors 
=~~~~appropriations, MAGNUSON rose to ~n- which might underlie this trend away 

"I am convinced," he told the Senate, from sound resource policies. 
"that more money for research now wm save It is recognized that privileges can ac
this Nation millions of dollars in the years crue to large corporations through pas
to come. To those who would pursue a sage of legislation. But this also can 
penny-wise and pound-foolish policy, I say, occur by administrative act. Whether 
'You may not only lose your pennies, but the benefit is dispensed to a special interest 
very heritage of democracy itself.' Our best by enactment of a law or by order of 
exhibit of our democratic experiment lies, a governmental agency, the net e:f!ect is 
not in talking about human welfare, but in the same. 
continually practicing it. Our fight to save 
thousands of Americans from death at the · The President, in his veto of the nat
hands of these chronic killers is the most ural gas bill, suggested that atmosphere 
accurate barometer I know of our real con- which surrounded enactment of that bill 
cep.t of human values. It is our firm answer has given rise .to a questioning of the 
to_ the .totalitariEj.nism which holdi; that the manner in which special interests such 
indJ.vidual is insignificant, particularly the - as the oil and· gas industry ·obtain their 

. weak and the sick, ", . objectives. ' 
Th.e ultimate effect of MAGNusoN's un-

ceasing campaign for. more funds for re-:. He said that he could not sign the bill 
search in cancer and other dread diseases without creating ''doubt among the 
can be found in the United states appropria- . American people concerning , the integ
tionS' figures. ·Jn 194.6', the National Cancer ' rity, of• governmental processes." 
Institute was granted $548,700 for its work. If, by his veto message, the President 

Today, in 1956, the Institute - ~fi receiving · has intended to ask Congress to exam
$24,828,000-an increase of 4,600 percent in , ine what, if any, pressures influenced an 
10 years-for its farfiung e1Iorts to find th~ · enactment by Congress, then it seems iri 
cause of cancer. . . . order to also review recent administra-

What has this expanded Federal support tive actions favoring the same industry 
of medical research accomplished? A recent . • 
survey lists these tangible benefits: (1) Re- I. have no reason to beheve that undue 
duction in death rates from all causes of or improper pressures had any e:f!ect on 

- over 10 percent; and (2) increase in t;t:ie congressional passage of the natural gas 
average United States life expectancy of .over bill. But, . if we are to inquire into the 
5 full years. In terms of statistics this has possibility · that the ·gas and oil lobby 
meant the saving of approximately 1 million wielded unseemly pressure on Congress, 
American lives in the last 10 years. For the then the same cloud hangs over Execu
fiscal minded, this saving in human life hBts tive acts which have also resulted in giv-
more than paid for the expenditures because . . 
it has increased the national income by over ing of benefits to these interests. . 
$1 billion: . . · Recently; the Secretary of the Interior 

Paradoxically, WARREN MAGNUSON ls far granted a 5-year renewable lease for oil 
from satisfied. : "We've come a long way in drilling on the Lacassine National Wild
cancer research in almost 20 years," he. says. · life Refuge. Because of the cloud which, 
"But we've still got a long way tO go. A · according to the Presidential gas bill 
recent survey made by the National Cancer veto, hangs over resource management, 
Instit.ute indicates that 34. out of every 100 I urge -the President to suspend.the lease 
Americans born ·in. 1956 will eve:ntuany die agreement for a full restudy of that ad.:. 
of cancer. · · t t' d · · 

"This is no time to be smug. ·Every year minis ra ive ec1s1on. . 
there are more than 500 ooo new cases of I note fr.om the testimony before a 
cancer reported in the United States. At House committe~ on February 21 that 

· these rates, the number of. cancer victims Secretary McKay's office arranged a 
wm increase by more than 50 percent during meeting between · Interior Department 
the next 25 years because both our popula- officials and the president of the Sea
tion and our proportion of older citizens is gram whisky distilleries. Two weeks 
expected to increase. after that meeting the Interior Depart-

"This is an unhappy fact that all of us- ment agreed to a s~heme of the Seagram 
the Government, the Fraternal Order of . . . 
Eagles and individual citizens-must do company for 011 drillmg on 12,000 acres 
.something about. we must continue to ap- of the Lacassine .National Wildlife Ref
ply the rules of Christianity to this fight." uge in Louisiana. 

Judging from the inspiring .record of the The day after this agreement, Mr. Mc-
last decade, it appears that something wm Kay, according to the Washington Post 
be done about it-thanks to many unsung and Times Herald, "revoked a 28-month
scientists working tirelessly in their labora- long stop order on refuge leasing and is
tories, public officials like WARREN ~GNUSON, sued new regulations making the Lacas
and organizations such as the Fraternal Or- . sine lease possible." 
der of Eagles. Together they are closing the Th H •tt 1 h d t t• 
net around cancer. e ouse com~1 . ee a so ear es i-

mony from the W1ldbf e Management In-
stitute that 577 oil leas.es have been is
sued on national refuges, not 82 or 89 

THREATS TO NATIONAL WILDLIFE as .the Interior Department previously 
REFUGE SYSTEM reported. About 50 of ~hese were issued 

Mr. NEUBERGER. Mr. President, the 
first President of the United States loved 
wildlife. Thus the season of the anni
versary of George Washington's birth, 
on February 22, is an appropriate time 
to call to the attention of the Senate the 
lack of protection which wildlife is suf
fering under Secretary of the Interior 
McKay. 

during the 28 months of Secretary Mc
Kay's stop order when such leases 
were presumably not to be granted. It 
is also obvious from the testimony that 
many were granted without consent or 
knowledge of the Fish and Wildlife 
Service. · 

Mr. President, the Lacassine refuge is 
important to the survival of valuable 
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waterfowl flying between the Arctic and - Committee Chairman HERBERT c. BoNNER, 
the Tropics. The favoritism of the order Democrat, North Carolina, wondered: "Why 
to perm.it oil drilling on the Lacassine were you in such a hurry" to i,ssue the new 

di refuge leasing regulations? 
Wildlife Refuge to the Seagram s- Salyer said some 300 applicatlcms 'for sim-
tilleries is of a piece with Mr. McKay's nar leases had been awaiting processing since 
favoritism to the Idaho Power Co.-a fa- secretary McKay's August 1953 stop order. 
voritism which may result ultimately in He added Lacassine has been the .only lease 
the wrecking of the steelhead-trout runs . granted in the 2¥2 months since the new reg
and the elk range of the Clearwater River ulations, but two othexs are being considered. 
system, as an alternative to Hells can- C. R. Gutermuth, vice president of the 
yon. It is comparable with Secretary Wildlife Management Institute, a conserva
McKay's complete willingness to see tion group, testified 577 oil leases on national 

refuges have been issued since 1920, all but 
passed such legislation adverse to con- 11 of them during the 28 months of secretary 
servation as the Ellsworth-Cordon tim- McKay's stop order, when no leases sup
ber-exchange bill, a measure opposed by · posedly were being granted. 
virtually every leading outdoor group in Interior has said a total of either 89 or 
America. 82 leases have been granted in refuge history 

Mr. President, I am contrite over the and on one occasion said all but 25 of these 
fact that Mr. McKay is a former Gov- were granted during the stop order period. 

ernor of my State. I shall do every
thing possible to halt the oil and gas 
depredations on national wildlife refuges, 
which he has set in motion. 

I ask unanimous consent that an arti
cle from the Washington Post and Times 
Herald of February 22, by Mr. Warren 
Unna, entitled "Interior Aid Is Quizzed 
on Refuge Oil Grant," and an article 
from the February 1956 issue of Sports 
Afield magazine by Mr. Michael Hudoba, 
entitled "Refuges Doomed?" 

There being no objection, the articles 
were ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

[From the Washington Post and Times 
Herald of February ·22, 1956] 

INTERIOR AIDE Is QUIZZED ON REFUGE OIL GRANT 

(By Warren Unna) 
An Interior Department official told Con

gress yesterday he started processing an oil 
lease on a national wildlife refuge after the 
Secretary's office had set up an appointment 
between him and Frank R. Schwengel, presi
dent of Seagram distilleries. 

J. Clark Salyer, Chief of the Fish and Wild
life Service's refuge branch, said Schwengel, 
whose company owns the Frankfort Oil C9., 
visited him last August 30 and phoned him 
with final details November 15. 

Repeated Salyer: "He said he was very 
much interested in wildlife-in fact he and 
his wife maintain a private sanctuary in New 
York-but he was also interested in oil too." 

Two weeks after Schwengel's call, Salyer 
declared, Interior wrote Samuel Nicasian, 
Schwengel's Washington attorney, declarirrn 
the company's operating plan for developing 
oil on 12,000 acres of Louisiana's Lacassine 
National Wildlife Refuge was acceptable. 

This was last December 1. On December 2, 
In ter1or Secretary Douglas McKay revoked a 
28-month-long stop order on refuge leasing 
and issued new regulations making the 
Lacassine lease possible 

Salyer told the House Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries Committee the lease was formally 
issued December 6 and backdated for book
keeping purposes of Schwengel's Frankfort 
Oil Co. to December 1. · 

Salyer said he· had twice denied previous 
applications for the Lacassine land-but 
"then we had a visit from President 
Schwengel." 

Schwengel, a retired major general and 
World War I colleague in arms of Preside:r;i.t 
Eisenhower, could not be reached for com
ment. Neither could Nicasian. 

The 5-year-long, 5-year-renewable Frank
fort Oil lease was issued on a noncompetitive 
contract at the minimum 50-cent-per-acre 
fee and 12'f2 percent royalty. Salyer was 
careful to point out that Schwengel's com
pany "agreed to increase their costs some 
$1 million" in order to meet conservation 
standards. 

[From Sports Afield of February 1956] · 
REFUGES DOOMED? 

(By MicbJlel Hudoba) 
This is it. Sports Afield, alarmed over the 

immense power in the hands of the Secre
tary of the Interior, last June warned: One 
man can wipe out our ·wildlife refuges. Now 
it has happened. One man has proven that 
he has the power to defeat the very purpose 
of the entire refuge system. 

With the plaudits of sportsmen still ring
ing in his ea.rs for saving the 10,700 acres of 
the Wichita National Wildlife Refuge, In
terior Secretary Douglas McKay has thrown 
the 17 million acres of national wildltfe 
refuges wide open to exploitation. 

Secretary McKay has made the lands of 
the national wildlife refuge system available 
to oil and gas leases. He has encouraged oil 
and gas drilling operations on these lands, 
reserved for wildlife restoration and vital to 

. the future of our wildlife. · 
McKay has done what other interior secre

taries have stoutly resisted over the years. 
· He has reversed a long-standing policy to 

preserve the integrity of the wildlife refuges 
for wildlife conservation needs. ~e has put 
the Fh:h and Wildlife Service back on tlie 
sacrificial spot to try to defend every acre of 
national wildlife refuge lands against oil and 
gas exploitation. 

In the past only several refuge areas ac
quired with public funds were potentially 
subject to oil and gas exploitation because 
the landowners who sold the lands to the 
Government reserved the mineral rights. 
McKay's action cancels the 2-year stop on 
any leasing of refuge lands and offers an 
invitation to exploit the refuge lands. 

We can't charge an outright giveaway. 
. While applications for oil and gas leases 

flooded the Fish and Wildlife Service the 
minute the gates were flung open, applicants 
will have to pay fees to the Government' for 
the leases. Some 10 of the 272 refuges were 
exempted from leases. Among these were 
the ones conservationists defended with in
dividual battles: Wichita, the Aransas 
whooping crane refuge, the Red Rock Lakes 
trumpeter swan refuge. And the leasers 
may be required to spend some money to do 
some thing:!! to prevent undµe damage to 
the refuge land and protected wildlife in the 
oil- and gas-drilling areas. They won't be 
allowed to pollute the waters of the refuge 
area. Theoretically, the land will still be re
served for wildlife· conservation. 

But the fact that these national wildlife 
. refuges are now open to oil and gas leasing 

applications will force refuge personnel who 
should be allowed to ,continue devoting th~ir 
time to improvement of refuge lands for 
wildlife restoration, to become oil and g!'J.S 
experts. They will have to match wits with 

· the exploiters to try to suggest ways explor
ing and drilling operations may be carried 
on to ease expected damage to the wildlife 
refuge purposes. 

McKay's order, which had the approval of 
Assistant Secretary D'Ewart's office, piously 
says that wildlife values will be given first 
consideration in making leases for oi! and gas 

' operations. We· thought all afong that the 
refuge purpose was for wildlife. The order 
also sets up a code that gives the Fish and 

. Wildlife Service .the right to require the oil 
and gas lessees to submit proposed plans for 
drilling and operations ·on refuge lands to 
soften the damage to wildlife of the refuge 
area. 

On the face of it, this seemed enough for 
the Interior Department and the administra

. tion to do for the public's national wildlife 

. refuge system. Secretary McKay and those 
· who got him into this may feel he should' be 
· commended for making the Fish and Wildlife 

Service the agency to monitor the oil and 
gas lease program plans by the drillers and 
exploiters. No thinking conservationist will 
be kidded by this token sop of conscience 
salve, however. 

In reality, this order, opening the refuge 
lands to exploitation for the highly profitable 
mineral leases and fortified by Government 
tax incentive to do a lot of drilling, defeats 
and nullifies the basic refuge purposes. The 
refuges can now be only partially managed 
for the primary reason for which they were 
established. The refuge managers who rep
resent the public interest must now divide 
their work and wildlife programs to save and 
salvage wildlife values on the lands which 

. were specifically set aside for the primary 
wildlife. needs. The management of the 
refuges for the public interest ls now prostJ
tuted. 

While we appreciate the secretary's seem
ing concern to have wildlife values pro
tected on the refuges, it is little comfort to 
have the order outline details for the Fis:h 
and Wildlife Service to examine proposed 

, clrilling a.nd exploitation operations for ref
uge lands. The effect of McKay's order open
ly invites the leasing of every acre of refuge 
land with but several exceptions. 

We dislike to point out that the powerful 
- pressures whi~h forced the Interior Depart
ment under this administration to open lip 

· the refuge system (and which coincidentally 
· got into the choice oil leases real early), have 

other points in their .favor which could so 
easily nullify the intent of the wildlife pro
tection factors in the oil and gas order. 

Sports Afield readers will recall our serious 
concern over one of the first actions of this 
administration in taking office. That was to 
take the directorship and assistant director
ships of the Fish and' Wildlife Service from 

. under the. protection of career civil service 
and making these subject to political ap
pointment, with all the vulnerability th:a.t 
such appointments have to face, especially 
when concerned with_ protecting public in
terest values holding valuable resources in 
their programs. 

In the face of the oil- and gas-leasing or
der, it would be almost too much to ask pro

. tection for national wildlife refuges by ad
. ministrators who had the backing of civil 

service. Even at that, , no human being 
should be required to try to insist on wild
life values in the refuge system while subject 
to all the torments that political pressure 
can apply, especially when big money is e,t 
stake, as it is in this oil- and gas-lease opera-

. tions program. 
With McKay's signatuTe on the order, the 

Fish and Wildlife Service was almost im
mediately swi:tmped with applica,tions for oil 

. and gas ~eases. The Service now has to prove 
the value of the .wildlife and the wildlife 
restoration lands against each oil- and gas
lease application and against . each proposed 
drilling operation. 

Prior to Secretary McKay's order, it was 
the other way round. It has been a long
standing policy that the 17¥2-million acres 
of refuge land-those bought with sports
men's duck-stamp dollars, those with ap-
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propriations by Congress for specific and 
primary wildlife conservation needs, and even 
those signed over from unwanted public 
lands-should be maintained as the last rem
nants of lands needed to hoid hope for wild
life futures. 

Where do we go from here? 
Conservationists felt that Congress had 

taken steps to protect wildlife refuges when 
a last-ditch and last-minute effort brought 
amendments into the Atomic Energy and 
Mineral Leasing Acts during the last hours 
of the 83d Congress. These provided that 
any leases for national park, monument and 
wildlife land could be made only when the 
President, by executive order, finds and de
clares that such action is necessary in the 
interest of national defense. 

Is Secretary McKay's order legal in view 
of this intent of Congress? 

Is there any integrity in the administra
tion that can rise to defend the limited lands 
reserved for the public interest? 

Is it too much to hope that Secretary Mc
Kay will see the damage he has wrought and 
take steps to repair it? · 

Was this .done with President Eisenhower's 
approval and will the President take the 
necessary prompt steps to save the national 
wildlife refuge system? 

We can only hope that Congress will take 
a hard look at this order, and that the sports
man-conservationists of the country will take 
a harder look-with articulate expression. 

The Senator from Utah [Mr. BENNETT] 
is absent in order to attend the funeral 
of a friend. 

The Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
MALONE], the Senator from New Jersey 
[Mr. SMITH], and the Senator from Illi
nois [Mr. DIRKSEN] are necessarily ab
sent. 

The Senator from Colorado [Mr. MIL
LIKIN] is absent because of illness. 

The Senator from Arizona [Mr. GOLD
WATER], the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 

. McCARTHY], and the Senator from Con
necticut [Mr. PURTELL] are also neces
sarily absent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A quo: 
rum is present. 

CRITICISM BY L. BRENT BOZ:ll:LL OF 
HEARINGS ON SECURITY PRO
GRAM 
Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, I 

am not a regular reader of the new, 
widely advertised, self-styled "conserva
tive" magazine, the National Review. 
From what I have seen for it, I do not 
consider it either required or recom
mended reading. 

I have seen enough of it, however, to 
be aware of its misstatements of fact, 
particularly when these misstatements 

THE ROLL concern my own activities. The issue 
GALL OF ·. of the National Review for February 22, 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi- 1956, is a case in point. · In it Mr. L. 
dent, I suggest the absence of a quorum. · Brent Bozell devotes a paragraph to the 

I should like to inform attaches of the subcommittee on Government security 
Senate that we shall proceed with the · which conducted hearings last year. 
quorum call and that I do not expect Mr. Bozell's misstatements are the 
to ask that the order for the quorum call kind that could be easily checked. 
be rescinded. Hence I can only conclude that they 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The were written with a deliberate intent to 
Secretary will call the roll. deceive. The pertinent paragraph oc-

The legislative clerk called the roll, curs in an article by Mr. Bozell called 
and the following Senators answered to National Trends, appearing on page 17: 
their names: A subcommittee that looked into the 
Aiken 
Allott 
Anderson 
Barkley 
Beall 
Bendel' 
Bible 
Bricker 
Bridges 
Bush 
Butler 
Byrd · 
Capehart 
Carlson 
Case, N. J. 
Case, S. Dak. 
Chavez 
Clements 
Cotton 
Curtis 

' Daniel 
- Duif 

Dworshak 
. Eastland 

Ellender 
Ervin 
Flanders 
Frear 

Fulbright McNamara 
George Monroney 
Gore Morse 
Green Mundt 
Hayden Murray 
Hennings Neely 
Hickenlooper Neuberger 
Hill O'Mahoney 
Holland Pastore 
Hruska Payne 
Humphrey Potter , 
Ives Robertson 
Jackson Russell : 
Jenner Saltonstall 
Johnson, Tex. Schoeppel 
Johnston, S. C. Smathers 
Kennedy Smith, Maine 
Kerr Sparkman 
Know land Stennis 
Kuchel Symfngton 
Langer Thurmond 
Lehman Thye 
Long Watkins 
Magnuson Welker 
Mansfield Wiley 
Martin, Iowa. Williams 
Martin, Pa. Young 
McClellan 

Humphrey resolution for setting up a spe
cial security commission had the first crack, 
and called as its star witness one Joseph L. 
Rauh, Jr. Rauh obligingly set forth the 
·criteria for a good security program (arguing, 
generally, that the less security the better 
the program); whereupon the subcommittee 
called a spate of lesser personages (dis
charged Government employees) who oblig
ingly proved with tales of their own "perse
cution," that by Rauh's standards the 
administration's program was very bad 
indeed. · 

- Mr. President, these statements about 
the work of the Humphrey subcommittee 
are demonstrably false. Mr. Rauh did 
testify, but he was by no means a "star 
witness.'' The star witnesses were in 
fact high-ranking officials of a number 
of departments and agencies of the Fed
eral Governm~nt, and the bulk of the 
testimony heard by the subcommittee 
was from such officials. 

Mr: CLEMENTS. I announce.that tpe Mr. Rauh's complete testimony, in-
Senator from Illinois [Mr. DOUGLAS] and - eluding his prepared statement, con
the Senator from Tennessee [Mr .. KE- sumed only 18 pages of the t:;350 pages 
FAUVER] are absent on official business.- of the published hearings. A number pf 

The Senator from West Virginia [Mr . . witnesses from private life testified at 
KILGORE] and the Senator from North · much greater length. For example, the 
Carolina [Mr. ScoTTJ are necessarily ab- · testimony of the representative of Doug
sent. · las Aircraft Co. consumed 32 pages; the 

-Mr. SALTONSTALL. I announce . testimony of the representatiyes of the 
that the Senator from WyomiI_lg [Mr . . University of Chicago consumed ~1 

- BARRET'l'J. is absent by leave of the Sen- . pages; the testimony of the representa-
ate because of a. death in his fmnily. . .tive of tne Federation of American Sciep-

CII--198 

. tists consumed 20 pages; the testimony 
of the representative of the CIO con

. sumed 25 pages; the testimony of the 
representatives of Engineers and Scien
tists of America consumed 21 pages; and 

·the testimony of the representatives of 
the American Civil Liberties Union con
sumed 22 pages. 

In addition, contrary to Mr. Bozell's 
statement, the subcommittee did not call 
a single discharged Government em
ployee and did not receive testimony 
concerning any cases of persecution or 
abuse or specific abuses of the security 
program. A scrupulous e:tiort was made 
at all times to avoid bringing into the 
hearings any reference to specific loy
alty-security cases or any particular 
situations of alleged abuse. 

Mr. President, I am sure that this kind 
of journalistic distortion will not be 
countenanced by any of the other Mem-

. bers of the Senate or of the subcommit
tee, to whose attention I am bringin·g 
this matter. I think we can expect more 
honest treatment even from those jour
nalists who disagree with us and even 
in the columns of the National Review. 
I hope that the editors of that publica
tion will feel obligated to bring the com
ments I have just made to the attention 
of their readership. 

Mr. President, I assure the Senate that 
this statement has been sent to the edi
tor of the National Review, and I am 
looking forward to an appropriate re
traction, because the comments ·in tlie 
article are unfair, biased, distorted, and 
do anything but justice to the diligence 
of the members of the subcommittee 
which reported unanimously on the se
curity commission, and the measure was 
adopted unanimously . by the Senate. 
The hearings were conducted in line 
with the most friendly, considerate, and 
objective points of view. 1 

Mr. President, I now desire to refer 
to another subject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
NEUBERGER in the chair). The Senator 
from Minnesota has the :floor. 

MAJOR QUESTIONS ON THE INTER
NATIONAL SCENE 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, in 
the New York Times yesterday and to
day, Mr. James Reston has contributed 
two long and thoughtful articles on the 
major questions facing us on the inter
national scene. These columns were 
written in anticipation of the appearance 
tomorrow of the Secretary of State be
fore the Foreign Relations Committee. 
I should lik.e to say that I consider Mr. 
Reston's questions precisely to the point, 
and I hope the examination which the 
Foreign Relations Committee will con
duct tomorrow will be as searching an 
inquiry as Mr. Reston suggests. 

Mr. President, it is my intention, at 
the meeting of the Senate Committee on 
Foreign Relations tomorrow, to question 
Mr. Dulles in considerable detail on many 
of the points Mr. Reston has raised, as 
well as on other points about which I 
have made public 'comment from time to 
time in the Senate and in the press. 

I am very definitely disturbed by what 
I consider to be the deterioration of 
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American foreign policy and by the fail
·ure of the Secretary of State and the ad
ministration to make clear to the Amer
ican people what our foreign policy is in 
many of the crucial areas of the world. 

I can think of no more important 
meeting than the hearing which will take 
place tomorrow afternoon · before the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. It is 
my hope that it will be a public hearing. 
I think the business of the Government 
should be public, especially when the 
destiny of the Nation is at stake, ·and 
when great policies relating to the life 
and well-being of the Republic are to be 

-discussed. 
Mr. President; I ask unanimous con

sent that the two articles written by Mr. 
.Reston may be printed at this poipt in 
the RECORD.-
. There being no objection, the· articles 
were ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: · 
[From the New York. Tiines of Fe~ruary 21, 

1956) 
l>uLLES To FACE AN lNVESTIGAl'ION ON FOREIGN 

PoLICY...:_F'uRoR ON ARMS FOR MIDEAST SPURS 
CONGRESSIONAL DEMAND. FOR CLEARER PRO
GRAM-CHANGING STAND ScORED-LACK OF 
STRATEGY To MEET SOVIET BID ~OR ExPAN-
SION FEARE~ .IN WASHINGTON ' 

(By James Reston) 
WASHINGTON, February 21.--Secretary of 

State Dulles will return from his vacation 
tomorrow to face a full-scale congressional 
investigation of the administration's foreign 
policy. 

. ~e investigation was called for Friday by 
the chairman of the Senate Foreign Rela
tions Colll;mittee, Senator Walter F. George 
of Georgia. It will inquire into the twistings 
and turnings of the administration's arms 
policy in the Middle East. 

It will range well beyond that region, how
ever, for there is more apprehension in the 
Capitol today about the ·conduct of foreign 
policy than at any time since the Korean 
war. · 

This apprehension has been caused pri
marily by the Communist political arid eco
nomic offensive in the Middle East and south 
Asia, and by the fear, which has been growing 
steadily here in the last few months, that the 
administration has miscalculated Commu
nist strategy and has no effe·ctive policy to 
ll!eet it. · 

THIRD CONTROVERSY OF KIND 
During the last few days the sense of un-

easiness in the Capitol about the conduct of 
foreign policy has been inflamed by the ad
ministration's discovery that it was about to 
ship 18 tanks t<;>' Saudi Arabia, by the 

- sudden announcement from the President's 
headquarters in Georgia of:an embarg;o on all 
such shipments of arms to the Middle East 
and the lifting of that embargo the following 
afternoon. . . 

This is the third time that the adminis-
- tration has become involved in a major in

ternational controversy while Mr. Dulles 
was on vacation. The last time, the State 
Department issued a formal statement char
acterizing the decision to open diplomatic 
relations between the Soviet Union and west 
Germany as a victory for the West, though 
this was widely regarded elsewhere as a 
dangerous defeat. 

The time before that, the State Depart
ment, in Mr. Dulles' absence, rebuffed Com
munist China's offers of talks on the Taiwan 
(Formosa) crisis and had to be reversed 
when the Secretary of State returned. 

These considerations have given rise to 
the question of who runs the foreign policy 
of the United States when Mr. Dulles and 
the President are away. The Saudi Arabiaµ 

tank deal ls coming in for special attention partisan debate; and, as always, officials with 
because it has followed fairly closely upon ·Vested interests in past decisions found pre-
what are widely regarded here as a number texts for doing nothing. · 
of other foreign policy blun4ers. All these elements are involved in the 

. FACTORS IN QUESTIONING MOOD present situation. There is a general real-
Am ization that the past emphasis on m11itary 

ong these are the following: alliances will not deal ·with the Communist 
.The Secretary of State's interview W,ith economic and political offensive from the 

Life magazine in which he created an in: eastern Mediterranean to the Sea of Japan. 
ternational controyersy by asserting that There is agreement, too, that the main ob
the Nation had been carried three times in jective of Soviet policy now is to destroy 
the last three years to the "brink" of war. Western connections and influence in this 

Mr. Dulles' characterization of Goa ·as a vast Asian circle, and that this must be 
"province" of Portugal, a statement that blocked at any cost. 
contributed to what Ambassador John Sher- NO AGREEMENT. ON PROGRAM 

· man Cooper is back in Washington describ- · 
ing .as "the steady deterioration of United .. Tliere is no agreement, ~owever, about · 
States relations with India." · · What should' be done. ·- Some United States 

The. l~:mg and fruitless argurnents between naval and air P.ower has beeµ moved into the 
the ,p-nited States a,nd the so-called uticom- : ·eastern Mediterranean to demonstrate that 
mitted nations of Asia ·over a number ·0{ the W~st does not _intend merely to be pushed 
issues at the last meeting of the United · out of ·that area, .b:ut the Government is, 
Nations General Assembly tn New York. divided aqout whether, and how much, and 

Official assertions tn Washington that the what kind of aid should be given to the 
Soviet Union was being forced into a more !Sraelis. · 
reasonable policy by American "initiative" -It ls this uncertainty that has contributed 
and by an economic crisis tn the Soviet t_o ·so m.any contradictory acts by the United 

. Union. . States in the Middle East and south Asia 
Finally, the failure of the . President and and even to the feeling in the Saudi Arabian 

the Secretary of state to make an issue of deal that each department was acting on its 
Communist maneuvering in the Middle ow.n, without any strong leadership from ·the 
East at the Big Four meeting in Geneva last · . top, or even any check to see whether con
July, though the Government had official tracts signed long fj.gO conformed with Amer
knowledge at that ·time that the Arab States ic~ policy at the moment of shipment. 
were in negotiation for Communist· arms _ e. De~ocrats, 0~ course, have tried to ex-
long before that time. ' plait these difficulties in the last few months, 

, . and one result of this has been to give many 
Loss OF. INITIATIVE SEEN peopl~ the impression that the criticism is 

These factors have contributed to a wide-· · just so much political maneuvering in the _ 
spread feeling here that Communist doc- presidential campaign. 
trine and Communist tactics have under- The situation here is far too serious, and 
_go11e a radical change since the death of .the criticism far too wiliespread within the 
Stalin, and that in the last year, particu- executive branch -of the Government how
larly since the illness of the President, the ever, to be ·dismissed as campaign carping. , · 
United States has ·1ost the in'ltiative in the Officials here concede that never has there 
world struggle with the Communists. 'been such a note bf confidence in Soviet ut-

Congress has heard solemn testimony in -terances as in the last week; · never so much 
recent days that the Savi.et Uniori has sur- evidence that :the Russians do have an ex
passed the United States in some aspects of plorable surplus of some capital goods that 
the race for the development of long-range tJ:iey are exchanging for much needed food, 
guided missiles. and never since World War II a more subtle 

it is particularly upset by official testi- .or complex international challenge for the 
mony that Moscow may well be the first to United States. . · 
produce a 1,500-mile guided. missile .that A NEW SET oF CONDITIONS 
would place many vital United States over- In Europe, during the· Marshall plan crisis 
seas air bases in danger and greatly the United States was dealing with industrial 
streng~hen the Sovtet Union's power of societies and with social systems that were 
diplomatic blackmail. , fam11iar . . It was not ~ifficult to get good 

Reports from West Germany of the weak- well-trained personnel to go into those areas. 
ening of the pro-Western Adenauer .. coali- In the Middle East and in south· Asia and 
tion, reports of growing weakness in Turkey, the Far East, however, the problem is much 
and of misuse of American economic aid in more difficult. Able personnel willing to 
South Korea have all led to widespread de- work for years amid the pestilence of many 
mands, not merely for an investigation of of these areas are not easy to find. The fund 
the Middle Eastern situation, but for a of information and of good judgment about 
searching inquiry into the whole purpose these areas i:U the Government here is not 
anci machinery of ·American forelgn poficy. impressive, and the nature· of the crisis it:. . 

EARLIER DIFFICULTIES RECALLED self is difficult to make clear to a ·vast elec-
The atmosphere here today is much like tor~te or even to Congress. 

that of the periods before the adoption of There is no m111tary attack to · dramatize· 
the Marshall plan and the creation of the · the crisis, as in Korea. There '.is no estab
North Atlantic . Treaty shield for Western lished industrial system in any · of these 
Europe. coµntries to be restored. Government, in-

Before these fundamental political deci- dustrial, and even agricultural skill is in 
sions there was a general realization here short supply throughout the region, and 
that the policies that were being followed Congress in Washington is oriented to grant. 
at the time were not working, that the ing m111tary rather than economic or politi
Western nations were losing ground, and cal aid. 
that conditions in the world we.re forcing Thus Mr. Dulles has his work cut out for 
the adoption of new concepts nd new him. Many Senators are sure the cold-war 
policies. policy of the United States is losing ground, 

There was a period before the Marshall but they have no clear idea about what 
plan, similar to that today, when officials should be done, and they have heard little 
differed in their estimates of the danger and, from the administration in recent months 
therefore, in their recommendations of what to · give them a sense of clear imaginative 
should be done. direction. 

Then, as now, officials ran into the diffi- · Consequently, they are demanding answers 
culty of slowing down the heavy and com- from the Secretary of State before the Sec
plicated machinery of Goyernment; legiti- retary has even discussed some of the prob
mate policy criticism -became involved in !ems with the President. 

t ! 

.·, 
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(From the New York Times of February 23, 

1956] . 

GEORGE FEARS LAG IN COLD WAR PLAN
SENATOR SEES UNITED STATES INITIATIVE 
WAVERING-~$ ~ISTURBED BY CAPITAL'S UN
CERTAINTY 

(By James Reston) 
WASHINGTON, February 22.-Senator WALTER 

F. GEORGE, chairman of the Foreign Relations 
Committee, said today he was afraid the 
Western nations .had :t~mporarily lost tne 
initiative in the cold war. 

He is "disturbed," he added about what 
seems to be the uncertainty of American ac
tions in the Middle East and South Asia in 
the last few months. 

However, he noted, he does not have suf
ficient information on which to base a defin
itive judgment on the present world situa
tion, partly because, he said, there has been 
a noticeable decline in his contacts with 
administrative leaders since the President's 
heart attack last September·. 

Mr. GEORGE said he intended to question 
Secretary of State Dulles as soon as possible 
on the present trend of United States and 
Soviet policy. An appointment has been 
scheduled for Mr. Dulles with the full For
eign Relations Committee of the Senate on 
Friday. 

These comments, made in a conversation 
with this reporter, are typical of many others 
being heard here t~ese days, not on1y on 
Capitol Hill but among well-informed offi
cials in the departments and agencies 
charged with the formulation and operation 
of foreign policy. 

There is general agreement in the capital 
about the reasons for the uneasiness ex
pressed by the chairman of the Foreign Re
lations Committee. Among these are the 
following: 

Both United States and Soviet foreign 
policy are in transition. Both the United 
States and the Soviet Union retain their same 
objectives, but their leapers agreed at the 
Big Four meeting in Geneva last July to rule 
out war as a means of achieving these ob
jectives. 

There is a crisis of leadership in the West
ern World. Sir Winston Churchill has re
tired, leaving his successor, Sir Anthony 
Eden, to deal with another perplexing eco
nomic squeeze. France is paralyzed by polit
ical instability, and President Eisenhower has 
been out of action or out of Washington most 
of the time since last August. 

These conditions have coincided · with a 
revolution in· ··modern weapons, which has 
upset all the strategic calculations of the 
North Atlantic Treaty powers. They have 
also coincided with an arms race in which 
the Soviet Union has made much more rapid 
progress in the guided · missile field than 
official Washington's estimates have indi
cated. 

Meanwhile; the Western alliance has been 
weakened by the loosening of ancient ties 
with Egypt, the growing nationalism -Of the 
Middle East and South Asia, and the decline 
of Chancellor Konrad Adenauer's political 
authority in West Germany. 

COLD WAR STRATEGY LAGS 
· In addition to the · Communist initiative 

. in Asia, the revolution in weapons, the crisis 
of leadership in the West, and the decline 
of Dr. Adenauer's power in Germany, another 
familiar complaint is being widely discussed 
in Washington. · ' · 

This is that the United States Government 
has still not developed an effec'tive cold war 
strategy, or even an efficient Government 
apparatus for developing such a strategy. 

It is now agreed that a new phase of ~he 
cold war is on, and that under the Geneva 
Big Four Agreeme~t it will be fought out 
in the fields or political, economic, and 
·psychological warfare. Yet no one -here 
professes that the Government is properly 
set up to conduct effective economic and 

psychological warfare, or that it has a clear 
policy that its economists or propagandists 
can follow in the Middle East and South Asia. 

For example, responsibility for conducting 
the administration's foreign aid program has 
been steadily dispersed in the last 2 years. 
The military-aid program is now in the 
Pentagon; the distribution of agricultural 
surpluses, which could be an effective for
eign policy asset, is in the Agricultural De
partment, and even officials at the Cabinet 
level concede that foreign economic policy is 
so widely distributed through the Govern
ment that it does not have the coorqinated 
direction it needs. 

This is one reason for the off-again, on
again performance of the Government on 
Middle East arms policy in the last few days. 

A shipment of tanks for Saudi Arabia was 
authorized months ago. The Pentagon rec
ommended' it and the St ate Department 
authorized it, but nobody followed the order 
through to see whether it conformed with 
United States national interests at the point, 
months later, when the tanks were ready for 
shipment. 

When the shipment was discovered and 
publicized, there was a hullabaloo here, and 
no one knew for a while whether .this was 
actually a Government-authorized deal or 
whether someone was shipping tanks wit l}
out a valid export license. 

Consequently, with the Secretary of State 
out of the city, the decision was passed on to 
the President at Thomasville, Ga., where no 
one knew anything about the deal and an 
embargo was merely slapped on to give time 
to find out. The embargo was lifted the 
next day. 

FACTIONS DISPERSE POLICY 
In the foreign economic aid field, the Cabi

net is divided, with one faction feeling that 
the United States should dramatize a much 
more ambitious program for the Middle Ea,st 
and Asia, while another faction is inclined 
to believe that the emphasis should be kept 
on military aid and that foreign · economic 
aid should be kept at the present level. 

Meanwhile, the post of Presidential As-· 
sistant for Psychological Warfare Questions 
has been vacant since Nelson Rockefeller left 
in December. William H. Jackson, of 
Princeton, N. J., will t ake over the job March 
1, but there. is still no agreement in tlle Gov
ernment about what the job is. 

This is an old Washington problem. Early 
in 1931, during the Korean war, there was 
strong feeling in the Government th~t a 
major effort should be made to develop a 
strategic concept that would put more order 
and drive into the Nation's .wor1'il.wide 
struggle with the Communists. 

At that time it was proposed that a chief 
of staff for the cold war be established, with 
responsibility under the Presiden_t for d_e
veloping and supervising a coordinated 
strategy. 

This ran into opposition from the estab
lished departments of Government, which 
felt that their prerogatives and authority 
might be weakened, so a compromise Psycho
logical Strategy Board was established under 
Gordon Gray, now Assistant Secretary of 
Defense for International Security Affairs. 

In the Eisenhower administration, the 
men who have tried to carry on the . same 
kind of work-.C~ D. Jackson and Nelson . 
Rockefeller-have run into constant trouble 
with members of the Cabinet who resented 
their interventions. 

THE FINANCING OF POLITICAL -
CAMPAIGNS 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, in 
this morning's Washington Post and 
Times Herald, Mr. Chalmers M. Roberts 
devotes an interesting column to two pro
posals which have originated in Minne-

sota and which· affect a 'major question 
now before the Senate and the country, 
namely, the question of the financing 
of political campaigns. Mr. Byron G. 
Allen, presently State commissioner of 
agriculture in Minnesota, and formerly 
Democratic national committeeman in 
Minnesota, has been instrumental in 
promoting both of these proposals, 

The first of them has actually reached 
the statute books. Last· April, Minne
sota altered its income-tax laws to per
mit deductions for political contributions 
and for the campaign expenses of can
didates for office. In his column this 
morning, Mr. Roberts discusses the de
tails of this Minnesota law and its ap
plicability elsewhere. 

I might suggest at this point, Mr. 
President, that the statute or public law 
of Minnesota relating to tax deductions 
for political contributions is one which 
merits the immediate attention of Con
gress. It surely legitimatizes and regu
larizes the matter of campaign funds, 
and makes each and every one of them 
a matter of public record. 

In the same column, Mr. Roberts dis
cusses a more sweeping -proposal, which 
has also been made by Mr. Allen. It 
would involve a congressional charter 
for a new nonpartisan foundation to 
collect funds for campaign contributions. 
I am certain this proposal, too, will be 
of interest to the Senate, particularly 
in the wake of the new bill, S. 3242, in
troduced by the Senator from Oregon 
[Mr. NEUBERGER], which has attracted 
considerable attention here during the 
past few days. 

It is my intention, in cooperation, I 
hope, with other of my colleagues in 
the Senate who will join me, to intro
duce a bill along the lines which Mr. 
Allen has discussed in his excellent arti
cle. I have known Mr. Allen for many 
years. He has spent years of his time 
in a study of the particular &ubject on 
which I now address the Senate. , 

I am confident that Mr. Allen and 
other Minnesota officials would welcome 
an opportunity to discuss both the Min
nesota law and this second proposal for 
Federal legislation before appr.opriate 
committees of Congress. 

I ask unanimous consent that the ar
ticle by Mr. Roberts may be printed at 
this point in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the article 
was ordered · to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 
CAMP.t\IGN DONATIONS: AUTHOR OF MINNESO'.I'A 

CURBS HAS PLAN FOR NATION 
(By Chalmers M. Roberts) 

If the coming senatorial investigation of 
lobbying and election practices is to have 
any lasting value, it must lead to major 
changes in the methods of financing politi
cal campaigns. Minnesota offers suggestions 
on what might be done. 

Last April Minnesota altered· State income 
tax laws to permit two new sets of tax de
ductions: for political contributions and for 
campaigp. expenses of candid-ates for office. 

Any citizen may deduct up to $100 for his 
contribution "to a political party, candidate 
or political ·cause." County chairmen may 
deduct up . to $150; congre_ssional district 
committeemen up to $350 and national com
mitteemen and State chairmen up to $1,000 
each. (The $100 exem'ption idea applied 
to Federal income tax has been proposed by 
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Representative STEWART L. UDALL (Democrat, 
of Arizona) and Senator THOMAS -HENNINGS, 
Jr. (Democrat, of Missouri), but nothing 
has been done about it so far.) · 

The Minnesota. law also provides that 
candidates may deduct "unreimbursed cam
paign expenditures personally paid" by the 
candidate up to these levels: candidates for 
governor or United atates Senator, $5,000; 
for other State office or United States Repre
sentative, $3,500; . for State senator, State 
representative, presidential electors at large, 
$500; for presidential electors chosen by con-

. gressional districts, '$100; for "any other pub
lic office," one-fourth of that office's annual 
salary, a provision covering mayors, coun
cilmen and so forth. 

The Minnesota law is the baby of Byron 
G. Allen, State Commissioner of ·Agriculture 
and former Democratic national committee
man. Allen has said that "as a ' working 
politician, I know the subterfuges that are 
used" to get around the ·current campaign 
expenditure limitations of the Federal Cor
rupt Practices Acts. "I know," he said, 
"that the realities require money which 
must be passed under the table." 

Allen would like to see the Minnesota law 
serve as a model for a new Federal deduc
tions plan. But he also has a more sweep
ing idea which· he recently brought to Wash
ington. 

He wants to raise money, big money in 
total, but made up to small contributions, 
this way: Have Congress grant a Federal 
charter, such as that to the American Red 
Cross, to a new foundation for campaign 
contribution collections. The foundation 
would be run by a broadly representative 
board of 'directors not packed with· practical 
politicians, as Allen puts it. It would seek 
contributions from 10 cents up with some 
unspecified limitation to be set. _ 

Up to· this point Allen's proposal is some
what similar to the one the · advertising 
council was prepared to take on for the 1956 
presidential election. 

But Allen goes further. He also proposes 
to distribute the money collected this way: 
25 percent each to national committees,' 
State committees, congressional commit
tees, and county committees. But not on 
a 50-50 basis between the two major par-
ties. · 

Allen suggests that of each 25 percent 
share half the money go to the majority 
party, as judged by the last election returns. 
The other half would be divided among op
position parti~s in proportion to their share 
of the minority vote at the last election. 
This would mean small amounts for So
cialists, · Prohibitionists, or splinter groups 
in various States and counties as well as on 
a national level. Of course, it also means 
t;hat a Democrat's $10 contribution might 
end up helping the GOP or vice versa. 

Allen would have the money paid out this 
way: The party committees would spend it 
as they see fit, drawing funds from the · 
foundation on vouchers and accdunting in 
detail on the public record. · · • 

If the scheme worked·.well, AJlen figures 
State legislators could then char.ter State . 
foundations to take over State and local 
contributions--0r the Federal foundation 
might. be limited · to funds . for ·Federal office/ 
leaving to State foundations the job of rais
ing funds for . use in State and local cam
paigns. A good many '(ariants on these ideas 
are possible. One point is imp<>;rtant: A lot 
of people would c'ontribute to a '.nonpartisan 
foundation who would not contribute to 
either party. 

In Minnesota the Democratic-Farmer-La
bor Party sponsors the Minnesota Founda
ilon for Political Education, modeled ·on 
European party fund-raising tactics and ex
periences. This ·foundation has begun to 
collect contributions from $1 to $100 and 
gets 1 percent of the net proceeds of such 
party affairs as the Jefferson-Jackson , Day 

. dinners and congressional dinners for its 

. endowment fund. · 
The idea of this foundation, in Allen's 

words, is to improve political ethics in the 
State to the end that campaigns in Minne
sota. will be educational ·1n value rather 
than merely biennial emotional binges. The 
word "educational" includes the idea of lec
ture courses, political reading rooms on the 
Swedish model, schools for candidates, fel
lowships for youthful and impoverished 
candidates, and political internships such as 

· some colleges and other groups now annu
ally conduct in Washington Government and 
congressional offices. 
· Allen's ideas are · certain to run into a 
l<;>t of practical· objections from practical 
politicians who would prefer to let things 
remain as they are. But the $2,500 campaign 
contribution to Senator FRANCIS CASE (Re
publican, - of South Dakota) already has 
opened up the contributions issue despite 

· the practical men in CongrP-ss who would 
have preferred to keep the lid on. If the 

. future investigation turns ·out to be mean
ingful, such ideas as those Allen offers may 
serve as models for cleaning up one of the 
least odoriferous phases of the democratic 
process. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, I 
hope the special committee which was 
authorized by the resolution agreed to 
yesterday will most carefully and in con
siderable detail consider the suggestions 
Which have been made by Mr. ALLEN. 
If only we would seek it, there is a great 
fund of information to be obtained from 
many of the nonpartisan and thoroughly 
profesional groups throughout the coun
try, which would contribute to the de
liberations of the special committee. 

At a later time I shall address myself 
in greater detail to this all-important 
subject matter.' I commend the present 
Presiding Officer, the distinguished Sen
ator from Oregon [Mr. NEUBERGER], upon 
the introduction of his bill. I think it 
is a very constructive proposal and one 
which merits the utmost consideration 
by Congress. 

. the Kremlin, namely, the greater the lie the 
more people are likely to believe it, particu
larly .if the lie is repeated often enough and 
loudly enough. . 

A good example of 'this southern California. 
"big lie"· ·technique ls to be found in the 
latest folder the Colorado River Association 
of Los Angeles has· now begun to distribute 
literally by the millions. 

The point of the folder is that it makes 
no sense to be taking "40 million acres of 
land out of production and put it in a so
called soil bank 'while adding' 580,000 new 
acres· of arid mountain land in Colorado, 
Utah, New Mexico and Wyoming at a cost to 
the Government (you) of $4 billion." 
. · "And these lands," the folder continues 
"would grow more surplus crops." 

0 This contention would make sense if it 
were true. It _happens that there is not ·a 
shred of truth in "it, as the southern Cali
forilia water lobbyists know perfectly wen." 
· They come from a State which has bene
fited more from the 54-year-old reclamation 
program than any other State in the Union. 

They knew-since the figures are abun
dantly available-that only a negligible per
centage of the irrigated crops produced in 
California or in any other reclamation State 
is in the surplus category. 

In fact, their own propaganda bears this 
out. 

On the front page of this particular leaflet 
are pictures of a bulging bin marked "butter, 
milk, cotton, wool," and a bursting crib 
marked "corn, wheat, rice, grains." These 
are the surpluses costing the Government 
$8 billion which are horrendously portrayed 
on the front page of the folder, aside from 
grains, which presumably would include 
feedstuffs grown on irrigated lands and not 
in surplus, not a single one of these products · 
is produced in any considerable quantities on 
reclamation lands. 

This fact was pointed out for th~ umptieth 
time by W. A. Dexheimer, United States Com
missioner of Reclamation, in a speech in 
New York last week. · 

Paying his respects to what he described 
as ·~the scattergun attack" launched on_the 
upper Colorado project by southern Cali
fornia, ·and to the "apparently limitless war 
chest'" which "has enabled this opposition 
to take a ·one-sided story to the far corners 
of the country," Dexheimer recalled some of 

ROPAGANDA AGAINST COLORADO the extraordinary economic benefits the Na-
p tion has derived from reclamation projects. 

RIVER STORAG~ PROJECT He cited the Boulder canyon project, the 
Mr. ALLOTT. Mr. President, I regret Imperial Dam, the All-American Canal, the 

to say that in the propaganda now being Colorado-Big Thompson. 
cireulated· by organized opposition to the With. the exception of some cotton acre
Colorado River storage project, some of age, he said, none of the millions of dollars 

of agricultural ·products produced by those 
which has appeared in the RECORD from projects was in surplus. 
time to time, there is a great deal of mis- "Most of it," Dexheimer explained, "was 
information and distortion of fact. high priced specialty crops such as head let-

Mr. Barnet Nover, a veteran corres- tuce and carrots for your winter salads. The 
pendent and chief of the Denver Post same holds true of our other projects ·as 
Washington bureau, in his . column of well. Only a small tonnage of price::-sup
Febru. ary 19 in the Denver.Post, has ably ported crops is grown on reclamation proj-

ects." · · 
pointed out some of these falsehoods and .The:O: there is thls matter _of cost. The 
distortions. I ask unanimous consent to leaflet in question uses ·again that wholly 
have the column· printed at this point discredi.ted· figure of $4 billion as the alleged 
in the bOdy of the RECORD. cost of the upper Colorado scheme. 

There being no objection, the· article The· House measure, soon ' to. be voted: on; 
wa.S ordered to be printed in the RECORD, has a price tag of only $760 million. But 
as fallows: what ' is a 500 percent plus distortion to the 

ROUNDUP ON THE POTOMAC sun-tanned Goebbelses of Smogland? The 
· bigger the lie • • * 

(By ·Barnet Nover) Also, nowhere ip the leaflet 1.s .there the, 
WASHINGTON.-As the day riears when the slightest suggestion that any of the money 

House· qf Representatives wm begin· taking · ·' to be approptiated for tlie con·struction of 
up the bill authorizing the upper Colorado the storage plan will ' be repaid, even though 
storage project, the shrieking and shouting, most · of it will; that it will take 20 to 25 
the calculated distortions and out-and-out years to complete the ·project;· and . that re
prevarications of the southern California. payments will begin long before the project 
water lobbyists are reaching new highs. has been finished. 

The theory they are operating on is the ·The further thought occurs that since 
O!le dreamed_ :up by · H~t_ler and perfected by President Eisenhower · favors the project, as 
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he h~s repeatedly made clear, he, like its 
other advocates, is trying to perpetuate a 
fraud ·on the American taxpayer. 

Is this what the . Colorado : River Asso
cia tion of Los Angeles wants the country to 
believe? 

SUSPENSION OF WES SANTEE . BY 
AMATEUR ATHLETIC UNION 

Mr. CARLSON. Mr. President, last 
Monday morning· I called the attention 
of the Senate to what I de8cribed .as the 
cruel and unfair treatment. given one of 
our Kansas · boys, Wes Santee, by the. 
Amateur Athletic Union. 

I can report that there is general in
dignation throughout the Nation over 
this incident. The American people· be.;. 
lieve in fair ·play, and the autocratic at
titude of the AAU in suspending Wes 
Santee from amateur standing for life 
is more than they are going to take with
out moral indignation and resentment. 
They are expressing themselves in no 
uncertain terms. 

Typical of the correspondence and 
telegrams I have received from all over 
the Nation are some of the messages I 
have received from Kansas, and I ask 
unanimous consent that they be made 
a part of these remarks. 

There being no objection, the tele
grams were ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

GREAT BEND, KANS., February 21, i956. 
The Honorable FRANK CARLSON, 

United States Senate, , 
Washington , D . C. 

DE4-R SENATOR ~cA~LS9N: We are $b.O~~ed 
and disturbed at the AAU-Santee ruling 
which in effect-places· the 1956 United States 
Olympic team at the mercy of the known 
professional athletes of Russia. 

We request the Congress of the United 
States protect the distinguished reputation 
of this country's Olympic team, and protect 
the citizens of the United States from . the 
humiliation of a Russian propaganda. In
troduce corrective legislation if need be, to 
rectify this shameful undeserved abuse of 
our Nation's top miler from Kansas. 

Respectfully, 
' THE GREAT BEND ROTARY CLUB, 

WILLIAM c. COOK, President. 

GREAT BEND, KANS., February 21, 1956. 
The Honorable F'!tANK CARLSON, 

United States Senate, 
Wq,shington, D. C. _ . 

DEAR SENATOR CARLSON: The suspension of 
Kansas mile kfog Wes -Santee strikes ·us as 
an outrage--ruinous to . Wes, crippling to 
this Nation's 1956 Olympic hopes. · - . 
· As one of the clubs of the national Jaycee 
organization pledged to help raise a milli_on 
dollars for the- Olympics, we feel the AAU 
owes this Nation and us an · answer. We 
respectfully urge a 'Senate inquiry of this 
shocking affair, hopeful that any and all 
steps will be taken to prate.ct the rights of 
the American citizen not be humiliated· be
fore the world next summer by the salaried 
professional athletes of the U. S. S. R. 

Respectfully, 
GREAT BEND JUNIOR CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, 

CHRIS HILDENBRAND, Jr., President. 

.LAWRENCE, KANS., February 22, 1956. 
Senator FRANK CARLSON, 

Senate Office Building: . 
- We wholeheartedly commend and endorse 

your interest and efforts on behalf of our 
f~llow Kansan, Wes Santee. We feel confi
dent that the entire State. of Kansas joins 
us in strenuous protest l!-gah1it-- the gross 

injustice and despicable treatment meted 
out PY the AAU to Santee. It is suggested 
that you contact_ Vincent X. Flaherty, sports 
editor, Los Angeles'- Examiner, who has pub
licly -stated in his column, that he has defi
nite knowledge Of one track athfete Who 
acc_umulated $2,000 . o.n four amateur . track 
appearances, and further states that he has 
additional ammunition for Santee. 

You are assured that you will gain the en
during gratitude and appreciation of all 
Kansans for your continued efforts in recti
fying the base injustice done to a western 
Kansas boy. 

SPORTS COMMITrEE, CHAMBER 011' 

COMMERCE, LAWRENCE, · KANS. 

GREAT BEND, KANS., February 22, 1956. 
Hon. FRANK CARLSON, 
· United States Senate, 

· Washington, D. C. 
DEAR SENATOR CARLSON: Argonne Post, No. 

180, American Legion of Great Bend, Kans., 
by proper motion unanimously and respect
fully urges you to initiate a Senate inquiry 
into the shocking and disgusting AAU
Santee incident, and that corrective legis
lation be enacted if need be to free our 
athletes from s.uch prejudiced and petty 
tyrannies so abhorrent to the American way 
of life. We appeal to you to help insure all 
of our American athletes fundamental fair
ness and freedom from such reprehensible 
and irresponsible ~ttacks. 

,We feel action imperative not only be
cause of the vicious, undeserved, and iso
lated crucifixion _of our greatest United 
States distance runner, Kansas athlete, 
United States marine, and Legionnaire, but 
most of all because the final- etiect of -this 
AAU hypocrisy -might wen· be to• bar· every 
United .- States athlete of prornmen:ce from 
any competition, and~ to set .. the .stage for 
the humiliating d~fe_at of our heretofore !].is
tinguished Olympic -team this summer. 
· We don't think the United States, because 
of AAU stupid and outmoded ideas of ama
teurism should be placed at the mercy of 
the known salaried professional athletes of 
Russia, and our citizens and way of life un
dergo another humiliating Communist prop
aganda defeat before the eyes of the world. 

Respectfully, 
ARGONNE POST, No. 180, AMERICAN 
LEGION. BOYD, ADJUTANT. 

Mr. CARLSON. Mr. President, I also 
ask unanimous consent to have printed 
in the RECORD an article which appeared 
in a recent issue of the Washington 
Post and Times Herald in regard to the 
suspension of Wes Santee by the Am
ateur Athletic Union. The article was 
written by Shirley Povich, who is one of . 
the outstanding sports writers in the 
Nation. -· - · · · · 

There have been thousands of arti~ 
cles written in regard to the Santee sus
pension, and this one :is not only typical, 
but is a correct statement of the situa..:· 
ti on. 

There being no objection, the article 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

THIS MORNING 
(By Shirley Povich) 

Always more or less present in the edi
torialists' precincts is the temptation to rear 
back aµd sto:pip on the AAU. Maybe that is 
because the AAU is an outfit with a high 
quota of badge-wearing stuffed shirts who 
come out ot the woodwork: at intervaJs and 
nibble at the edges of . the fame o! the ath
letes they have enrolled. 

Usually, the deterrent is that it isn't a very 
sporting contest and sometimes ls compared 
to shooting fish in i;i. _barrel, because there is 
no escape !or · the AAU people from their 

own entrapment. In fact, ·-if it were not 
for the damage they sometimes do, they 
could be called career chumps. 

However, in the Wes santee case the other 
day in which they came up with the deci
sion that there was cause for lifet-ime ex
pulsion from amateur ranks, the AAU action 
had considerable merit. ·Too bad they bun
gled it by singling out the wrong defendant. 

They should have brought not only Santee 
but those 22 conniving rules-breaking badge
wearing AAU track meet promoters before 
the bar of AAU justice. Theirs were the 
greater sins. Santee admitted taking more 
~oney_ than the rules -allowed for his .ap
pearances in meets, but says he · was baited 
into it by the ·AAU's own pious members. 

Unless the -AAU follows up the disbarment 
of &!:nte~ wi~h similar ~action against -every 
one of its officials involved in the mess, its 
decree ag ainst the Kansas miler must stand 
as an unconscionable thing more reprehen
sible than anything he has been accused of. 

Santee told this bureau yesterday that he 
did not deny the allegations that he re
ceived more expense money than the rules 
allow, except in one instance when he denied 
knowledge of a $400 payment to his father
in-law. 

"Here's the way it worked, though," Sa.ntee 
said. 

"These people who run the AAU meets 
would phone me and ask me to run in their 
meets. I guess they wanted me because I've 
run the mile faster than any other American 
_and would help their gate receipts. 

Always, they asked me how much I .wanted 
for expenses. They knew the rules put a 
limit of $15 a day and transportation on the 
expenses·, but that- didn't stop them from 
asking me my price. · - , 

"I never .gave · them a price. · · I never held 
out for .any figur.e. They were the ones who 
always asked me if .I would take, say, $200 
for the trip. I'd say. 'Yes' and I knew it was· 
more than I . was allowed. But so . did the 
AAU promoters, and they were the ones who 
instigated the overpayment." 

Certainly there are some questions to be 
asked of the AAU, as Senator CARLSON, of 
Kansas, has said he will ask in a congres
sional investigation of AAU tactics. The 
first one that pops into mind is, was it 
Santee's responsibility to keep in line those 
AAU track people who, in effect, bribed him 
to enter their special, favorite meets? That 
would be tantamount to reminding the en
forcers to obey the law. 

And how .come the AAU did not show the 
same vigorous interest in investigating those 
AAU promoters who propositioned Santee 
into violating the rules? Their sins are 
down in black and -vhite on the financial 
statements of the meets they conducted, yet 
all- they drew was a wrist-slapping reminder 
not to -do it again. . . . 
.. o:n, there. were a couple of expulsions be-. 
sides Santee's that were handed out, Two 
California AAU officials were given the heave; 
_also a man described as .. a pubiicity director. 
·!or one of the meets. In the case of the 
publicist, however, the AAU was tossing out 
a fellow who wasn't even an AAU member, 
it was later learned. But the big body of 
AAU promoters who off~red the money that 
Santee accepted were given only a mild 
reprimand. 

The overpayments to Santee added up to 
a sum soµiething less than colossal, . about 
$1,500 for the 22 meets in which he engaged. 
Granted that it was not the size of-the pay
ments but the principle of them, the action 
against Santee appears to be .excessively 
harsh, particularly in view of the lack of 
action against the_ equally . sinful AAU pro-
moters. · 
. It's rough on a lad who for 11 years has 
dreamed of winning the equivalent of the 
Olympic mile and now is branded for life. 
The tragic thing is that life ban, by itself, 
is a powerful as5oeiat1on of words tn the 
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public mind. It could leave a man unde
servedly marked even if his sin were no more 
than picking violets out of season, which 
might earn him ban for life from the Great 
Eastern Region Horticultural Society Ac-
creditation Department. · · 

The treatment given Santee might be more 
easily condoned if it were not an AAU action. 
That outfit's contributions to amateurism 
are often suspected, particularly in terms 
of those expensive Olympic junkets on which 
badge-wearing officials are almost as numer
ous as the athletes. "Oceangoing hitch
hikers," the articulate Phog Allen, Kansas 
University coach, once called them in what 
was, for Allen, mild' disgust. 

AGRICULTURAL ACT OF 1956 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 

further morning business? If not, morn--
ing business is clesed. · 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, I suggest the absence of a quor:um. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to call 
the roll. · 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, I ask unanimou8 consent that the 
order for the call of the roll be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER <Mr. 
JOHNSTON of South Carolina in the 
chair). Without objection, it is so or
dered. 

The Chair lays before the Senate the 
unfinished business. 

The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill <S. 3183) to provide an im
proved farm program. 

The PRESIDING OFFI€ER. Under 
the order entered on yesterday, the Sen
ator from Louisiana has the :floor. 

Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, en 
yesterday during the course of the de
bate on the farm bill, I pointed out that 
only two provisions-in the bill would give 
immediate help to the farmers of the 
United States during 1956. One of those 
provisions is an increase in the support 
levels; the other is an authorization of 
a quarter of a billion dollar~ to supple
ment section 32 funds. It will be re
called that under section 32, only one
fourth of the funds available can be 
spent for any one commodity. On the 
other hand, the $250 million provided 
for in this measure has no restrictions 
attached; all of it or half of it or one
fourth of it can be spent for any par
ticular commodity. 

On yesterday, Mr. President, I also 
painted out that, contr&.ry to the position 
taken by Mr~ Benson, lower price-sup
ports do not decrease the production o·f 
farm commodities. I think I demon
strated that fact inreferring to what has. 
happened in the last 3 years with respect 
to our basic commodities. I documented 
the fact that lowered support leveli:; do 
not bring decreased production, or de
creased plantings of allotted acres~ On 
the contrary, as price-support lands-have 
dropped, farmers have increased their 
per acre production and.have planted all, 
or practically all of their . acreage allot
ments. 
, At this time I wish to continue with my 
main address, which as I indicated yes
terday, is a general statement of the 
provisions of the bill. I invite any Sena.
tor to ask questions at any time he may 

desire; and if I can answer them, I shall 
be delighted to do so. · 

Mr. President, before the hearings on 
the farm program began, I had high 
hopes that any new farm legislation 
would contain a formula whereby the 
Government could support the prices of 
readily merchantable. commodities-that 
is to say, farm commodities for which a 
ready demand exists-at high levels, and 
could permit supports for less desirable 
commodities to ft.ex downward to. lower 
levels. I felt that by so doing we could 
stimulate the production of grades and 
kinds of farm commodities which could 
ft.ow into channels of consumption, which 
would better meet the actual market re
quirements, and discourage production 
of less desirable types and grades of com
modities. 

Unfortunately,. this idea had to be 
abandoned. The Committee on Agri
culture and Forestry was informed by the 
experts of the Department of Agricul
ture that it would be impossible to write 
into law any standard. which could be 
applied to determine which commodities 
are readily salable. In other words, the 
Department officials took the position 
that if we attempted to follow through 
on the theory ·of basing support levels 
for farm commodities on the desires of 
the market, we would place the admin
istrators of the law in an impossible posi
tion. We were told that one grade of a 
commodity which is in demand today 
may not be in demand tomorrow. In 
addition, grades of commodities vary 
from region to region, from State to 
State, and from farm to farm. All in all, 
it seemed that it would be impossible to 
reach an agreement as to how to define, 
for price-support purposes, which com
modities are readily salable and which 
are not. 
. I.may, add, Mr. President, that soon 
after we concluded the hearings last No
vember r wrote· to many millers, to spin
ners of cotton throughout the country, 
and to others who handle and process 
our basic commodities; I asked for their 
suggestions, ideas, and views as to 
whether or not we could write a formula 
to carry out the thought I had in mind. 
I was told by them that it would be 
a practical impossibility. Therefore, as 
I have said, the committee abandoned 
that proposal. 

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. ELLENDER. I yield. 
Mr. YOUNG. I offered an amend

ment--and it was approved by the com
mittee-which would provide 90 per
cent supports on a quality basis for 
wheat. It would go only part way in 
that direction of quality. It would pro
vide that 90 percent supports would be 
available to producers who plant wheat 
seed which normally would produce. a 
good quality of wheat. 

Mr. ELLENDER. Yes. 
Mr. YOUNG. That would afford a 

limited provision based on quality. 
Mr. ELLENDER. Yes. 
Mr. YOUNG. It would provide 90 

wheat which normally produce good 
percent supports for all varieties of 
quality. 

Mr. ELLENDER. It is , my hope that 
the yardstick, outlined by my good 

friend from North Dakota, will work. 
However, he will remember that mem
bers of the staff of the Secretary of 
Agriculture stated that 95 percent of the 
wheat produced would come within the 
90 percent support price. 

Mrr YOUNG. I do. recall that state
ment. 

Mr. ELLENDER. That is my recol-
Iection. · 

Mr. YOUNG. The proposal which I 
offered would ·provide 90 percent for 
most of the wheat produced, but it 
would also provide lower support levels 
for a great deal of wheat of poor quality 
which is being produced today. 

I think the Senator from Louisiana 
has reference to the 23 varieties of wheat 
which the Secretary of Agriculture this 
year discounts 20 cents a bushel. I think 
those are the varieties to which the Sen
ator is referring. 

Mr. ELLENDER. It might be entirely 
possible to devise a formula on the basis 
of the proposal which my distinguished 
friend from North Dakota ot:ered, and 
which was written into the bill. I hope 
it will work. 

Mr. YOUNG. · Mine is a simple ap
proach to the problem. If we attempt 
to go a step further, as we planned last 
fall, and base price-support on the qual
ity of wheat marketed by the farmer, 
we will run into a great deal of trouble. 
It -is a slow process,. f.or example, to test 
the protein and gluten content of each 
load of wheat which may te delivered 
to a country elevator~ 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, wiU the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. ELLENDER I yield. 
Mr. AIKEN. I should like to add that 

the proposal of the Senator from North 
Dakota has been considered by the De
partment of Agriculture for many years. 
The . Department has been endeavoring 
to determine how to devise a formula to 
provide higher supports for good quality 
and lower supports for poor quality. One 
proposal which was made-I think it 
came from the State of the Senator from 
North Dakota-was that the support be 
based upon the salability of th~ variety. 
However, it turns out that that formula 
does not work either. 

If we base the salability on the propor
tion of the crop which is turned over to 
the Commodity Credit Corporation by 
the producers as unsold, we find that 
under that formula the Eastern and 
Southern States would get the highest 
support level. 

For the 4 years from 1950 to- 1953, the 
States. of Kansas, Missouri, Colorado, 
Nebraska, and Wyoming turned over 29 
percent of the crop to the Commodity 
Credit Corporation. Minnesota, South 
Dakota, North Dakota, Wisconsin, and 
Montana turned over 20 percent of the 
crop. · Iowa, Illinois, Michigan, Indiana, 
Ohio, and Kentucky turned over 13.8 
percent. Texas, Oklahoma, New Mexico, 

. and Arkansas turned over to the Com
modity Credit Corporation for · those 4 
years 31 percent of the wheat crop. 
Idaho, Washington, and Oregon turned 
over 23 Y2 percent. California, Arizona, 
Nevada, and Utah turned over 3.6 per
cent. Virginia and the States north of 
Virginia turned over 9 Yz percent. The 
States south of Virginia, including the 
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Carolinas, Georgia, Alabama, and Mis
sissippi, turned over 22 Y2 percent. So 
we cannot judge the quality by the per- · 
centage of the crop which each State 
turns over to the Commodity Credit Cor
Poration. So th~t formula was not prac
ticable. I use that merely as an illustra
tion of an effort to devise a formula under 
which higher support levels could be 
given to the better quality. 

Mr. ELLENDER. I believe that in re
sponse to a ·question propounded by me to 
the Under Secretary of Agriculture, Mr. 
Mo.rse, and his assistant, .we were in
formed .that the Department had been 
working for 20 years in an attempt to 
find a· salability formula applicable to 
various crops. However, up to now they 
have not found such a formula. I sug
gested to them that they continue their 
studies, and perhaps they might come 
up with something. 

Mr. CARLSON. Mr. President, will 
the. Senator yield? 

Mr. ELLENDER. I yield. 
Mr. CARLSON. I was greatly inter

ested in the figures just submitted by the 
Senator from Vermont. I wish to be 
sure I understood him correctly. I won
der if he meant to have us infer that the 
quantity of wheat turned over to the 
Commodity Credit Corporation in a 
State would be determinative of qual
ity. Is it not more reasonable to assume 
that the greater the .production in a 
community, the greater the amount 
which would be turned over? . Would 
that be a reliable basis for determining 
quality? 

Mr. AIKEN. I read these statistics to 
show that we could not judge the quality 
by the percentage of the crop turned 
over to the Commodity Credit Corpora
tion. Kansas, Missouri, Colorado, Ne
braska, and Wyoming are grouped to
gether. Kansas is a large .wheat-pro
ducing State. I am sure · the Senator 
knows how eastern Kansas compares 
with western Kansas. Missouri has be
c-0me a large producer of wheat. Colo
rado, Nebraska, and Wyoming are 
grouped together. Some of the States 
in which very little was turned over to 
the Commodity Credit Corporation are 
not noted for producing large quantities 
of the highest quality of wheat. Never
theless, the wheat had a ready market, 
presumably; in chicken feed and other 
types of feed. 

Mr. ELLENDER. That is correct. 
For instance in 4 of the States men
tioned only a little more than 3 percent 
·of the production was put into the hands 
of the Commodity Credit Corporation. 
'That 3 percent may be wheat that was 
not adapted to milling purposes but 
·could be used for chicken feed. 

Mr. AIKEN. In some States, however, 
production has gone up with respect to 
certain varieties of wheat; for example, 
·a good hard wheat, which has the same 
analysis as wheat from western farms, 
but which for milling purposes is consid
ered decidedly inferior. It may have a 
moisture content of 12 percent, and a 
·protein content of 13 percent, just as is 
the case with wheat from another area, 
but nevertheless one wheat is good for 
milling purposes and the other type is 
not. They both weigh from 58 to 60 
·pounds to the bushel. It makes the sit· 

uation very difficult but millers do make a. 
distinction and they say that one is good 
and the other is not good. 

In other words, the wheat that is used 
as a filler will still run to 60 pounds to 
the bushel and 12 percent moisture and 
13 percent protein, but that wheat is not 
desirable. 

Mr. CARLSON. . The Senator from 
Vermont has made a very accurate state
ment with regard to quality milling 
wheat. There is no question that quality 
is not based on test weight. The wheat 
grower . in Kansas is interested in pro
ducing good milling quality wheat. We 
like to boast that we grow the best wheat 
in the world. We regret sincerely that 
in the last 2 or 3 years there has been 
some complaint about our wheat, and 
we are trying to correct the situation. 
The Secretary's statement last year that 
there would be a differential in payments 
brought about a shift in the production 
into higher quality plantings. In the 
next harvest we will have greatly im
proved the quality of wheat. 

As I read the bill, it would set up a 
commission to work with the Depart
ment of Agriculture to assist the De
partment in .determining the quality of 
wheat. That is the purpose of creating 
the commission as I understand. 

Mr. ELLENDER. The purpose of the 
Commission is to determine which 
varieties of whe~t are the best, and the 
farmers who plant that variety will get 
90 perc.ent. 

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? . 

Mr. ELLENDER. I believe I am 
correct in my understanding. That is 
the intention, as I understand it. 

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. ELLENDER. I yield. 
Mr. YOUNG. Under the present law 

the Secretary of Agriculture, working 
with those engaged· in research experi

. ment stations, millers. and bakers, de-
termines the quality. 

Under the provision the Sena tor has 
ref erred to we would set up a commis
sion consisting of an agricultural re
.search expert, a miller, and a farmer. 
There would be three members from each 
of the principal wheat producing areas 
of the United States. This would ·be the 
first time that farmers would be given 
a voice in determining the quality of 
wheat. 

Mr. ELLENDER. The commission 
would work from year to year, as I under
stand. 

Mr. YOUNG. That is correct. The 
Secretary makes that determination all 
alone at the present time. The commit
tee would be advisory in nature. 

Mr. ELLENDER. That is correct. 
Mr. YOUNG. I may say that in my 

own State of North Dakota there are 
varieties of wheat which should not be 
grown. Ninety-eight percent of the 
wheat grown in North Dakota is of good 
quality. However, we have a few varie
ties that should not be plan~ed. Among 
them are Golden Ball, Peliss, Pentad, 
and Premier, an.d 2 or 3 others. I do not 
see any reason why we should provide the 
top level of support to farmers who seed 
that kind of wheat which rarely, if ever, 
produces good quality. 

Mr. CARLSON. Mr. Presi~ent, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. ELLENDER. I yield. 
Mr. CARLSON. I wonder whether the 

chairman of the committee would object 
if I were to refer to another feature of 
the bill which was mentioned indirectly 
by him. I ref er to the noncommercial 
wheat-producing areas which are to be 
set forth in the bill. For the moment 
I cannot find that particular section in 
the bill. As I remember reading it, each 
State would be given a quota of 240,000 
acres of noncommercial wheat. There 
are States which would not have 240,000 
acres. What would happen in such a 
case? 

Mr. AIKEN. Any State that did not 
produce 240,000 acres would be taken out 
of the commercial area. 

Mr. CARLSON. · I want to be sure that 
we are not increasing acreage allotments 
for wheat in noncommercial areas up to 
240,000 acres, and finding the wheat some 
place else in commercial areas. 

Mr. AIKEN. Any State that has an 
acreage allotment of less than 240,000 
acres would be put into the noncommer
cial area, and if it chose to go into the 
program, it would get ·only 75 percent 
of the support price in the commercial 
area. 

Mr. ELLENDER. That is correct. 
Mr. AIKEN. Presumably 90 percent 

of the production would go into feed. 
Mr. ELLENDER. That was what the 

testimony before the committee indi
cated, as I remember. 

Mr President, the committee also 
voted down the proposal to place a limi
tation on price supports-either a gross 
limitation or a limitation based on total 
production of a given farm. In his spe
cial farm message, the President recom
mended that we consider placing limita
tions on price support payments; how
ever, careful examination of the problem 
convinced us that it would be unwise to 
do so. 

Any limitation on price supports would, 
in effect, mean that market prices would 
stabilize at or ju.st around the support 
level in e:tiect on the majority of the 
crop. 

Under the President's proposal, a gross 
cash limitation would be placed on price 
support payments. This would mean 
that the great bulk of our agricultural 
production could be marketed with no 
support levels in effect, depending on the 
amount of the limitation imposed. As to 
that portion, the fluctuations of the mar
kets would, alone, affect farm prices. As 
to that portion of the crop which would 
be supported-and this would be pro
duction primarily from the small 
farms-the commodities would flow into 
Government storage. The propo....c::.al for 
a gross cash limitation on price support 
payments would, in practical effect, 
amount to a cash subsidy paid to the 
small farmers with the Government tak
ing over their total production in return. 

Under the alternative of placing a slid
ing scale support level in eff~t. and bas
ing supports on the size of a farm or its 
volume of production, it was shown that 
market prices would tend to stabilize at, 
or just around, the support level in effect 
for the majority of a crop. Since any 
such limitation would fix support levels 
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i'or' large producers at relatively low 
levels and since larger farmers supply 
the ~ajority of our production, this al
ternative, too" would mean that small 
farmers would produce almost . exclu
sively for Government warehouses. 
· Under either propasal, that. is, either 
a gross limitation on support payments 
or a limitation based upon support lev
elS' :flexing in line with per-farm produc
tion volumer the small farmer would find 
himself unable.: to compete on the fann 
markets.; the Government, on ·the other . 
hBIIld,· would find itself the only · pur., 
chaser for small-farm production. 
Neither result is desirable, and the.com., 
mittee voted to eliminate any provisions 
for limitation on supports. 
. Let me emphasize, again, Mr. Presi
dent, that the :r:esult of an attempt to 
limit price supports would mean that 
the small farmer would be praducing· for 
the Government~ Price supports. were 
never intended as a subsidy. They are 
means by which a . farmer may borrow 
money' on what he · produces so that he 
will not be compelled to dump his crop 
on the market all at once, and thereby 
depress prices. 

I cannot believe that anybody will · 
.Sil'gue. seriously, that the administration 
sliding-scale formula, which is now the 
law .of the land, will s.timulate ·the.-farm 
economy and bring- about increased in
come to _ the American farmer in 1956:. 
On the contrary, .I believe. that it will 
further _decrease farm income; and push 
the parity ratio dawn to a new low, and 
shrink still smaller the farmer's .share 
in the consumer's dollar. 

Mr. Benson, however, argues that the 
sliding-scale formula, plus the soil bank, 
will bring about a reversal of the present..:. 
day trend toward a major f8/rm de.
pression, and result in happier days- for 
the fa;rmer. I must disagree with the 
Secretary. There is no· more, rational 
basis for his. optimism in this respect 

· than there has ·been for the assur.ances 
of better times- for the farmer that have 
come forth from his lips with such. reg.:. 
ularity over the past 2 years. I placed 
some of the now-discredited statements 
made by the Secretary in the RECORD 
yesterday. - They demonstrate that the 
Secretary has frequently been so wrong 
in the past in his , economic prognos.tica
tions that I believe ·his forecast in this 
~tance ~ould be best d.isi:egarded. 
. When a farmer participates in the 
acreage-reserve program, the first phase 
of the soil bank, as is contemplated in 
the bill now before the senate, he must 
agree to take 9ut of production a desig
nated number of acres allotted to him 
for one of the basic crops of corn, wheat, 
rice, cotton, and certain types of tobacco. 
For instance, a cotton farmer with 100 
acres of land, on which he now plants 
40 acres of cotton, 3.0 acres of corn, and 
30 acres in hay or other crops, might be 
permitted to share in the acreage-reserve 
program up to, let us say, 10 acres. On 
this 10 acres, which otherwise he would 
plant in cotton in 1956, he must agree 
to plant no crops at all, neither cotton 
nor other crops, and to not even graze the 
land during 1956. Thus, aside from the 
payments he is to receive from the De
partment of Agriculture for diverting 
these 10 acres of cotton land, he will 

reap no harvest whatsoever in 1956. ·rus
only income from the 10 diverted acres 
will be the incentive payment the De"'! 
partment makes· to him, which for the 
sake of argument we will say amounts to 
50 percent of the support price for 1956 
cotton, based on the normal yield of cot"'! 
ton per acre for this particular farm. 
The exact amount of the incentive pay
ments under the acreage-reserve pro
gram will be determined by .the1 Secre
tary of Ag:riculture, under the terms of 
the committee bill; irrespective of what 
the price-support levels for. the. basic 
crops may be, he is given the widest dis
cretion to make the incentive payment 
high enough to yield the farmer a net 
return on the 10 diverted acres which 
will be slightly larger than the return 
the farmer would otherwise get by plant
ing it to cotton. But it will not repre-

. sent any additional income to the farmer 
in 1956-it will be only a payment in lieu 
of :what he would otherwise .have made 
from the cotton he could have grown on 
the land. 

The same holds true of the conserva
tion-reserve payments to be made to 
farmers under the second phase of the 
soil-bank program. Under this feature 
of- the.. soil-bank program, any farmer 
will be . eligible to participate, who is 
willing to div.ert some of his cultivated 
acres from production and put them into 
either grass or trees or other conserva
tion programs,. and in.addition agree not 
to graze them. This program is for a 
minimum period of. a years, or as much 
as 10 years, to be agreed upon by the 
Secretary, and the farmer. If trees are 
planted the contract can• be for as lo:pg as 
15 years. The Secretary Js authorized 
to reimburse the. landowner for the cost 
of establishing the grass or trees on the 
diverted acreage, and; in addition, to pay 
him annually the fair rental value of the 
land so diverted during the life of the 
contract. · · 
· Mr. LANGER. . M:r. President, will the 
Senator from Louisiana. yield? 

Mr. ELLENDER. I yield. 
· Mr. LANGER. A few years ago we 
planted shelter belts. There was an 
agreement that· the Government would 
pay the farmer so much an acre for the 
shelter belts, but payment was not made. 

Mr. ELLENDER. · Does the Senator 
mean for the cost of planting? 

Mr. LANGER .. Yes. Farmers did not 
receive payment for the planting of the 
shelter belts, and I -am wondering what 
assurance the farmers will have under 
this bill. 

Mr. ELLENDER. The shelter-belt 
plan came under the agricultural con:.. 
servation program, as the Senator well 
·remembers, which differs considerably 
from the soil-conservation programs 
contained in this· bill. Only cultivated 
acres will go into either of these new 
programs-either the acreage :reserve or 
the conservation reserve. 

Mr. LANGER. I planted a certain 
number of acres for shelter, and the 
Government reneged on its agreement 
to pay so much a·n acre. 

Mr. ELLENDER. Under the pending 
bill as it is written, :tbe farmer will enter 
irito a binding contract with the Gov
ernment to set aside so many acres. If 
the farmer should decide to participate 

'Ii· 

in the acreage reserve, a contract would 
be entered into probably for 1 year, but 
it cuuld be entered into for as many as 
4 years. The only acres whi~h could 
be diverted would be allotted. acres on 
basic crops. For that program we are 
providing a $750 million appropriation 
for payments. on each year's crops. 

Mr. LANGER. Hut, supposing the 
Congress 2 years from now does not 
make such an appropriation? 
Mr~ ELLENDER. As I have · said, it 

will depend on the Congress to· carry out 
the program; ·but I am ~ure - that· if my 
good friend from North Dakota is still 
a Member of 'the Senate, the ·Congress 
will vote for such an appropriation. I 
know I would. These appropriations are 
to be made each year . 

If the bill is passed and becomes law 
on March 15, the farmer who enters in
to a contract on his allotted acres could 
receive payment 'before the planting sea
son is over. If he . agrees to comply by 
setting aside so many of his allotted 
acres in wheat, corn, rice, or cotton, he 
re.ceives a certificate from the Depart
ment of Agriculture payable either in 
cash or in commodities. In order to en
courage the holder · of the certificate to 
obtain commodities for it rather than 
cash~ there is a further· inducement of
'f ered to him. That-inducement ·is that 
the value of the certificate increases .. by 
10 percent if the farµier agrees to take 
commodities which are in storage. The 
Commodity Credit .A'.dministration then 
sell::; to him at- either the market price 
or 1.05 . percent of the support price, 
whichever is the higher. 

So, as I have said, there is full pro
tection for the farmer, because he will be 
able to obtain his certificate, which is 
·negotiabie, before the end of the year. 
·n is not a question of waiting .fox: a full 
,year, but .he may get payment upon giv
jng assm:ance that the..contract has been 
carried out by hii:n. · 
· Of course, the conservation reserve 
acres are in a slightly different. category, 
because the requirement in that phase 
of the soil.-bank program is that the con
tract must be entered into for not less 
than 3 years nor more than 10. As I 
.said a while ago, that period can extend 
as long as 15 years, if the acreage is used 
to plant trees. In that case, the farm
er will also be compensated by the Sec
retary . of. Agriculture. In fact, under 
the bill, the Secretary has the power to 
make the proposal very attractive, so as 
to get out of cultivation the total num
ber of acres which he determines should 
go into the conservation reserve pro
gram. As to those acres, the farmer will 
receive financial assistance- in the plant
ing of grass, other soil-building crops, 
or trees on them. In addition, the farm
er will be paid a rental each year for 
the land he takes out of cultivation and 
puts into the conservation reserve. 

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, will the 
Senator further yield? 

Mr. ELLENDER. I yield. 
Mr. LANGER. The Senator was a 

Member of the Senate, was he not, when 
·the shelter . belt bill was passed by 
Congress? 

Mr. ELLENDER. That was in about 
1933, was it not? 

' 
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Mr. AIKEN. · I think it was about that 

time. 
Mr. ELLENDER. That was a little be

fore I became a Member of the Senate. 
But I do not think the Senator from 
North Dakota need worry. This is an 
entirely different program. 

Mr. LANGER. At that time the assur
ance was given to the farmer that, if he 
would plant trees, he would receive so 
much an acre for the shelter belt. The 
Government reneged on that proposal. 
- Mr. ELLENDER. I do not think the 

same situation will prevail this time; at 
least, I hope it will not. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. ELLENDER. I yield. 
Mr. BARKLEY. The Senator may 

have already covered the point I have in 
mind, or he may do so later. But in 
reading the bill, I was somewhat dis
turbed by the limitation of $100 an acre 
which the farmer is to be paid for land 
withdrawn from cultivation. With re
spect to a good many crops, that would 
be adequate, but there are some crops as 
to which it would not be much of an 
inducement. 

Mr. ELLENDER. The limitation of 
$100 applies only to tobacco. 

Mr. BARKLEY. That is the crop to 
which I am applying it. · The average 
farmer who produces burley tobacco will 
get a thousand pounds an acre, which is 
a very conservative estimate. If the 
price were 40 or 50 cents a pound, he 
would receive $400 or $500 an acre .for 
the production of the tobacco. If he 
were to be limited to receiving $100 an 
acre on acreage from which he could re
ceive, $400, $500, or $600, that would not 
be any inducement to withdraw his land 
from production. 

Mr. ELLENDER. That is correct. Let 
me state the reason why that provision 
was included. The committee received 
reports from growers of cigar binder to
bacco, which is used for cigar making. 
It seems that type of tobacco is produced 
in only tw0 States-Connecticut and 
Wisconsin. A recent process makes it 
possible to take almost any kind of to
bacco leaf, homogenize it, and remake it 
into a leaf which looks exactly like the 
binder tobacco. It is tobacco which is 
ground up, as it were': and pressed back 
into usable shape, so that it can be used 
in the making of cigars. 

The committee found that the cigar 
binder tobacco producers were in bad 
circumstances, and it was agreed that if 
tobacco were included in the bill, the 
payments would have to be limited to 
$100. We understood that those grow
ers would be satisfied with such a pay
ment. It was subsequent to that action 
that the committee voted to include flue
cured and burley tobacco. I understand 
other tobaccos, also, probably will be 

· added. 
Mr. BARKLEY. I understand the 

committee omitted dark-fired . tobacco, 
because the committee was under the 
impression that the dark-fired tobacco 
producers did not want to be included. 
But I think that is a mistake. My col
league, the senior Senator from Ken
tucky [Mr. ,CLEMENTS], and I have of
fered, or will offer, an amendment to in
clude dark-fired tobacco in the program. 

What I have in mind is that the bill as 
it is written, ·as I understand, does not 
differentiate among the types of tobac
co which are to be limited to the $100 
an acre. 

Mr. ELLENDER. The Senator is cor-
rect. · 

Mr. BARKLEY. That would not be 
any inducement to a producer of burley 
or flue-cured tobacco. I doubt if it 
would be an inducement even in the · 
dark-fired tobacco region, because in 
that area the average production is a 
thousand pounds to the acre; many acres 
produce more. Some acres produce a 
couple of thousand pounds. At the 
prices which have been prevailing since 
the farm program was inaugurated, $100 
by itself would hardly be an inducement 
to any tobacco grower. 
· Mr. ELLENDER. The reason why the 
tobacco producers the Senator has in 
mind were left out was that the Depart
ment felt that the acreage planted in 
tobacco was so small that very few 
farmers, if any, could be induced to ac
cept a payment, because the majority of 
the farmers have a half acre or an acre, 
and we had no requests for inclusion 
from such producers. For those rea
sons, it was decided to leave them out. 

Furthermore, although the supply of 
tobacco is quite large, tobacco can be 
stored a11d readily preserved. It does 
not deteriorate. That was another rea
son why this basic crop was omitted 
originally. 

Peanuts also were omitted from the 
acreage reserve. The acreage in that 
category is, I think, about 1,600,000, 
which is small in comparison to the acre
age devoted to corn, cotton, and wheat, 
for instance. The supply of peanuts is 
not too far in excess of requirements. 
Therefore, that basic crop also was left 
out. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I do not wish to take 
the Senator's time now to discuss this 
question, because we shall probably dis· 
cuss it at length when that point is 
reached in the bill. 

Mr. ELLENDER. :i: am glad the Sena
tor asked the question about the $100 
limitation. Tobacco was placed in the 
bill primarily to assist the growers of 
Connecticut and Wisconsin, who were in 
a very distressed condition. Many of 
them were on the verge of going out of 
business. ·They felt th~t rather than get 
nothing at all, they would accept a $100 
per acre maximum. It was only when 
the bill was about to be reported that the 
other two kinds of tobacco were added. 
The limitation as to the amount per acre 
to be paid was left in the bill. 

Mr. BARKLEY. We can discuss the 
question further when that point is 

·reached in the bill; I simply wanted to 
call attention to the fact that although 

·the $100 limitation probably would help 
the growers of the particular type of 
tobacco tO which the Senator has re
ferred, the wrapper tobacco produced in 
Connecticut and Wisconsin-and I am 
all for that-it would not be any induce-
ment at all to the producers of tobacco 
grown in Kentucky, Virginia, North 
Carolina, and many other States. 

Mr. ELLENDER. I am in agreement 
with the Senator. 

Now, Mr. President, it cannot :Possibly 
be argued that these payments under 
the c9nservation reserve program will 
-result in more money being put into the 
farmers' pockets during 1956, because 
once again, it is just a matter of the 
Government giving the farmer money to 
take the place ef the income the farmer 
would have obtained had he planted 
cultivated, harvested, and marketed ;, 
food or fiber crop off the land he agrees 
to put in the conservation reserve pro
gram. 

I repeat, Mr. President, that in both 
programs, whether the land be put in the 
acreage or conservation reserve the 
acres which are to be set aside m~st be 
acres which are or which recently have 
been used in producing some kind of 
crop. The provision does not apply to 
just any land or to new land of any kind. 
The main purpose of the soil bank is to 
take out of cultivation the acres which 
.are now producing crops which are in 
surplus. 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. ELLENDER. I yield. 
Mr. AIKEN. I cannot quite agree 

with my colleague that taking out of 
wheat production 12 million of the 55 
million acres will not have an effect on 
the market price of the remainder of the 
crop. One of the purposes of the soil
bank proposal is to reach that situation. 
If reduction of planting by, say, 25 per
cent will not have any effect on the 
market price· of the rest of the crop, then 
the soil-bank program will be a failure 
before it is started. 

Mr. ELLENDER. No. The Senator 
knows there is enough ·wheat on hand 
now for more than a year. I believe the 
amount on hand is over 1 billion bushels. 
We consume about 658 million bushels a 
year. The acreage-reserve program may 
bring about some slight rise in the wheat 
market by the end of the year. That is 
possible. But I am speaking primarily 
of 1956. 

I may say to my good friend from 
Vermont there is no doubt that in 1957, 
if the program works as we contemplate 
it will, and if enough lapd can be taken 
out of production-say, 10 million acres 
of allotted wheat acreage, 3 million 
acres of allotted cotton acreage, reduc
ing cotton production by, say, from 3• 
to 4 million bales-prices of crops next 
year are bound to be affected to some 
extent, but there will pe but little benefit, 
if any, for the farmers this year by way 
of the acreage-reserve program, stand-
ing alone. · 

Mr. AIKEN. Not only would cotton 
and wheat be affected pricewise by taking 
some 20 million acres out of production, 

·but producers of meats and vegetables, 
dairy products, and other commodities, 
would also be strengthened pricewise in 
the open market. 

I think the estimates of a $2 billion 
increase in farm income this year, if the 

. soil bank takes effect early in the season, 
are not very far out of line. Nobody can 
guarantee that, but l think that is as 
good a guess as it is possible to make, be
cause we hope that it will redivert the 
extra land now used for other commodi
ties whose prices are depressed as a 
result of planting and grazing on acres 
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diverted from the basic crops. Thus, the 
prices of those commodities will be 
strengthened on the market. 

Mr. ELLENDER. At least $1 billion 
of the amount the Senator has men
tioned would come out of the Treasury 
and be paid to the farmers; those pay
ments would be made in lieu of the value 
of crops the farmer himself could pro
duce on the acres if he had planted them. 

Mr. AIKEN. That 'is correct to acer
tain extent. 

Mr. ELLENDER. .It is exactly correct. 
- Mr. AIKEN: !"say tbat"if the farmer 
got 20 percent more in net income ·for 
not planting .his crops than he would 
.receive if he .did .plant them,..tbat·would 
be a substantial increase,· but it would not 
reach the figure of the increased income 
which would come about largely. from a 
strengthening the market and the elim
ination · of some of the keen competi
tion in the market which' producers are 
meeting as a result of production from 
diverted acres. 

Mr. YOUNG. · Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Louisiana yield? · · 

Mr. ELLENDER. I yield. 
Mr. YOUNG. Is-it not true that under 

the bill the conservation reserve pro
gram applies to all cultivated acres, even 
though a part of them may be tempo
rarily planted to some grass? 

Mr. ELLENDER. That is ·correct. 
Mr. YOUNG. I thought that was a 

-little at variance -with what . the Senator 
said a moment ago; · . . 

Mr. ELLENDER. The point is that the 
first part of the soil bank program_.:,_the 
acreage reserve-is to be used exclusively 
to reduce the planting of basic crops 
which are now in surplus. The idea is to 
reduce those surpluses. That is the real 
purpose of the acreage reserve program. 
As a matter of fact, that is why the pro
gr!Ull is to be carried forward on a year
to-year basis: This year we may have 
farmers divert, say, 12 million acres of 
wheat, . 3 million acres of cot.ton, 4 or 5 
million acres of corn land into the acre
age reserve. Perhaps we might have a 
bad crop year. If so, we could cancel out 
the acreage reserve program for next 
year, because supply and demand would 
more nearly approximate a fair balance. 

Mr. YOUNG. We have gone a long 
way toward equalizing or bringing into 

• line production and use of wheat. For 
instance, this year the crop amounted to 
a little over 900 million bUshe.Is, and the 
domestic use plus exports amounted to a 
little over 90-0 million bushels~ 

Mr. ELLENDER. That result came 
about under. the wheat agreement. 

Mr. BARKLEY. ·Mr . . President,· will 
the Senator from Louisiana yield? 

Mr. ELLENDER. I yield. 
Mr. BARKLEY. Before the Senator 

from Louisiana was interrupted, he was 
saying that the land withdrawn would 
be land which would ordinarily be cul-
tivated, that it would not be land which 
would lie idle, anyway. 

Mr. ELLENDER. That is correct. . 
Mr. BARl{LEY. Who would deter,

mine whether the land withdrawn was 
or was not land which would have been 
cultivated? · 

Mr. ELLENDER. I meant to say land 
that was in production. I meant culti
vated acreage. In the bill we sought to 

define cultivated acres to mean acres 
whereon a crop is grown. CUltivation 
need not take place every year. As the 
Senator knows, tame hay or alfalfa can 
be grown without much cultivation. In 
my State alfalfa is planted only every 
3 years, but the land is· cultivated, it 
is disked, and then the alfalfa seed is 
drilled, and there are 2 or 3 crops of 
alfalfa in a year. Land of that kind 

. would be considered cultivated acreage 
and could be placed in the conserv·ation 
reserve acreage. . 
. Mr. BARKLEY .. Let us take another 
crop besides a 3-year crop like alfalfa 
·and certain grasses: , . A farmer usually 
.rotates . his crops. He . will plant one 
field in corn 1 year .and . maybe .next 
year he wm plant it in wheat. or grass, 
and then in a year or 2 he will go back 
to corn. Would such acreage as would 
temporarily lie idle in any given year, 
which is cultivated in most part from 1 
year to another, be eligible for retl.re
ment under the program, so the farmer 
would receive benefits for the retirement 
of that particular acreage? 

Mr. BARKLEY. It does not include 
. land in wild hay or other wild grasses. 

Mr; ELLENDER. ·There are provisions 
in the· bill pertaining to that. 

Mr. · BARKLEY. Reforestation re- · 
quires a so much ·longer period of time 
than the 3-year grasses that a longer 
period of time would be necessary. 

Mr. ELLENDER. There is a provi
sion pertaining to that subject . 

Mr. STENNIS. Mr. President, wjll the 
Senator yield? 
. Mr. ELLENDER I yield. 

Mr. · STENNIS: I wish to raise this 
point because I did not have an _oppor~ 
tunity to hear .. all the Senator's presenta
tion. He may have covered it in hi.S · 
statement; · but when ·we use the · term 
"soil bank," or. .. bank,. or . putting some·
thing into a bank, we ordinarily think. of 
putting something' in a place of security, 
so that it will not be lost and·will be pre
served. When we speak of putting land · 
'in a soil bank, What is going to be done 
to preserve the idle acreage? What is 
going to be done t.o insure that there will 

Mr. ·ELLENDER. The farmer will be · 
eligible if that is a regular practice in 

not be deterioration of the acres? If 
the acres deteriorate, we may lose more 
than we gain. · ·· . _ 

which he engages. . . , 
' If the Senator will look at page 12 of 

the bill, section 207 reads in part: 
To establish and maintain for the con

tract period protective vegetative cover (in
cluding but not limited to grass and trees), 
. water storage facilities, or other soil, water, 
.. wildlife, or forest conserving. uses on a spe
cifically designated acreitge land on the farm 
·regularly' ·used in · the production of 
crops. • • • · 

·Mr. BARKLEY. · "Regularly used" 
would pot be interpreted to mean a 
farmer had to do it ·every year; would 
U? . , 

Mr. ELLENDER. No. It would not, 
however, mean -new land· which the 
farmer had permitted to lie idle for 
years. 

Mr. BARKLEY. And which perhaps 
he had no intention to cultivate at any 
time soon. Is that co'rrect? ~ 

Mr. ELLENDER. That is correct. 
Mr. BARKLEY. Such land would not 

be eligible for withdrawal benefits, would 
it? 

Mr. ELLENDER. It would not. 
Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, will the 

Senator from Louisiana yield? 
Mr. ELLENDER. I yield. 
Mr. AIKEN. For the benefit of the 

Senator froni Kentucky, I should like 
. to call his attention to the fact that the 
Senator from ·Louisiana stopped read
ing before he reached the end of the 
·sentence, which reads: 
acreage of land on the farm regularly used 
in the production of crops (including crops, 
such as tame hay, alfalfa, and clovers, which 
do not require annual tillage). 

That would permit the farms in Ken
tucky, Ohio, Vermont, and other States 
to participate in the conservation pro
gram. 

Mr. ELLENDER. I say to my friend 
·from Vermont that I did not read the 
sentence through because I had pre
viously explained that portion of it to 
the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. AIKEN. Tame .hay is included, 
but not land over the ·fence. 

Mr. ELLENDER. Of course, as to the 
acreage-reserve program; that will be 
left to the farmer to decide, in connec
tion with his allotted acres; on. those . 
allotted· acres he might also receive pay- · 
ments from the ACP prog·ram . 

Mr. STENNIS. Yes . 
Mr. ELLENDER. He could put cover 

crops on such acreage, if he wanted to. 
But · if he did that, he . would have 1to 
-follow certain practices, in order to ob:. 
tain payments. 

·Th,e idea in the first prong of the soil
bank program is not so much to con
serve land as it is to prevent the plant
ing of a crop which already is in sur
plus-so as not further to aggravate the 
surpluses we now have. 

·Mr. STENNIS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Louisiana yield further to 
me before he proceeds? 

· Mr. ELLENDER. First. let me say, in 
regard· to the other prong of the soil
bank program-that is to _say, the · con
servation reserve acres-that in that re
gard the contract must be for not less 
than 3 years, and-the farmer may plant 

' on that acreage grasses which will pre
·serve- or enrich the land, or he may plant 

. '!;ree.s, or he may use it for any other pur·
pose whicn. would ~o;nsetve the soil. · He 
could even build a fish pond on it, if he 
wished to do so. · But, as I have .said, 
that land must ·be comprised of culti
vated acres or land which produces 
crops, in order to be eligible. . 

Mr. STENNIS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Louisiana yield on that 
point? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BIBLE 
in the chair). Does the Senator from 
Louisiana yield to the Senator from Mis

, sissippi? 
Mr. ELLENDER. I yield. 
Mr. STENNIS. As to the first prong 

of the program, then it will be left en.,. 
tirely to the landowner to decide as to 
what, if anything, he ·wm do to cover 
the land so as to preserve ·it. Is that 
correct? 

Mr. ELLENDER.;. That.is correct. 
/ 

. ! 
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Mr. STENNIS. Does not .the Senator 

from Louisiana think it would be wise to 
tie this down in som.e way, so as to in
sure that those acres will not be aban
doned and permitted to deteriorate or be 
neglected even for 1 year?' Would not 
it be necessary to tie it down in some 
way, and make that a condition of the 
payment? Otherwise, in the areas 
where there is heavy rainfall and where 
the land is not level, but, instead, is.hilly 
and subject to rapid erosion unless it is 
cared, for, will not there. be a terrific loss 
of land as a result of erosion, and a con
sequent loss in the value of the land? 
Of course, the Senator's State of Loui
siana is different from the hilly land I 
have in mind. 

Mr. ELLENDER. . In the south Lou
isiana area, where I reside, grass grows 
wild; and so far as erosion is concerned, 
I do not think we have any there. 

Mr. STENNIS. Yes; the State of 
Louisiana is blessed in that way. But 
other areas· are not so blessed. 

r.rr. ELLENDER. It is the commit
tee's view that the farmer will receive
by means of the payments for participat
ing in this program-quite an induce
ment. In other words, the Secretary 
will have to mve the farmer quite an 
inducement to persuade him to curtail 
his production. 

Mr. STENNIS. Yes. 
Mr. ELLENDER. In addition, if the 

farmer qualifies for them, he can obtain 
ACP payments. 

Mr. STENNIS. I agree, and many of 
them no doubt will. 

This is not in criticism of tlie sug
gested program as a whole; but my point 
is that this should be tied down, by way 
of a condition precedent to obtaining 
these payments. Some provision would 
have to be made by the landowner, so 
that at the end of the year the land 
would not have less value and would 
not be in a deteriorated condition, as 
compared with its condition at the be
ginning of the year-because in part 
the purpose of the plan is. to preserve 
the land. 

I do not -mean. to press the Senator 
from Louisiana about this point now; 
but if he has a recommendation about 
it, he can make it to the committee staff, 
and perhaps they can prepare a provision 
to cover it. · 

Mr. ELLENDER. I am sure that if 
the Secretary of Agriculture found it 
necessary in some areas, he could include 
that as a part of the contract, if he 
desired to do so. 

Mr. STENNIS. I think that is a 
splendid suggestion, and I hope the Sen
ator from Louisiana will include it as 
one of the provisions of the bill. 

Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, let 
me ref er to page _8 of the bill: 

The acreage reserve program may include 
such terms and conditions, in addition to 
those specifically provided for herein, in
cluding provisions relating to control of 
noxious weeds on the reserve acreage, as 
the Secretary .determines are desirable to 
effectuate the purposes of this act and to 
facilitate the. practical administration of 
the acreage reserve program. 

Mr. STENNIS. · no· those provisions 
apply to both prongs of the program to 

which the Senator from Louisiana bas 
been referring? 

Mr. ELLENDER. No; this provision 
applies only to the acreage-reserve pro
gram. The Secretary would have the 
right to incorporate condition,s in the 
agreement into which he entered with 
the farmer. · 

Mr. STENNIS~ I appreciate the Sen
ator's suggestion. At this time I shall 
not ask him to yield further in regard to 
this matter. 

Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, I 
wish to emphasize to my good friend, the 
Senator from Mississippi, that the acres 
which were taken out of the allotted 
acres of the farmer, could still be put 
by him into cover crops, and no doubt 
be could obtain ACP payments . if . he 
wished to do so; and no doubt any good 
farmer would do so. 

Mr. STENNIS. I feel sure he would. 
But some would take this money and 
would neglect the land. So that would 
be a serious matter, and that is a point 
which should be covered. 

Mr. FULBRiGHT. Mr. President, will 
the Senator from Louisiana yield to me? 

Mr. ELLENDER. I yield. 
· Mr. FULBRIGHT. The Senator from 

Louisiana stated that a farmer could put 
a fishpond on this land. 

Mr. ELLENDER. That is correct. 
Mr. FULBRIGHT. Could the farmer 

raise fish for commercial purposes on 
that land, without restriction? 

Mr. ELLENDER. That possibility 
was not brought up in committee, but 
I do not believe the amount of money 
which would be paid on a per-acre basis 
would permit any large areas to be used 
in that way. The larger the area, the 
greater the cost of the dam would be; 
and the size of the dam to hold ·back 
the water probably would be regulated 
according to the dollars received and 
the acres to be covered. 

Mr. FULBRIGHT. ·Mr. President, if 
the Senator from Louisiana will permit · 
me to make a brief statement, . let me 
say that a number of people in my State 
have approached me about this matter. 
Th~y have found that putting water 
upon the land is an excellent way to 
enrich the land, and that it adds great 
strength to ·the land; and, of course, 
once water is put on the land, fish can 
be put into the · water. These people 
are contemplating doing that very thing. 

If they took acres out of their cotton 
or rice acreage, and put those acres 
under water and raised fish-of course, 
they would buy fingerlings-would such 
an operation qualify under the provi
sions of this bill? 
, Mr. ELLENDER. Of course, riceland 
is included in the acreage reserve-that 
is to say, in the case of allotted acres. 

Mr. FULBRIGHT. If the farmer 
turned that land into a fishpond, it 
would be eligible, would it? 

Mr. ELLENDER. Eligibility could be 
extended ·to any soil-conservation or 
water-conservation program. 

Let me read the requirement which 
appears at the b9ttom of page 12, under 
paragraph (3): 

(3) Not to harvest any crop from the acre
age established in protective vegetative cover, 
excepting timbe.r (in accordance with sound 
forestry management) and wildlife or other 
natural products of such acreage which do 

no.t increase supplies . of feed for ~omestic 
animals. 

· Mr. FULBRIGHT. Could that farmer 
still raise fish in the pond thus estab
lished? 

Mr. AIKEN. Let me say that it is my 
understanding that any kind of wild 
crop could be harvested-for instance, 
the farmer, if he wished, could raise 
frogs, so as to market frogs' legs, or raise 
berries. 

Mr. FULBRIGHT. But would fish 
qualify? I do nat know whether fish are 
wild or not, but .I know there are many 
fish farms in the area I have in mind. 

Mr. ELLENDER. - The provision in
cludes the words "wildlife or other nat
ural products." 

That would certainly include fish in a 
wild state. 

Mr. FULBRIGHT. I was hoping to 
make such legislative history here as to 
clarify that point. 

The Senator from Louisiana will recall 
that one of the witnesses from my State 
suggested-and I also submitted the sug
gestion to the-committee-that this mat
ter be covered or included; and I wish to 
make sure· that it is included. 

Mr. AIKEN. I do not believe fish 
would furnish increased supplies of feed 
for domestic animals, other than in the 
case of a cat or possibly in ·the case of a 
dog. As a rule, domestic ariimals do not 
eat fish. I will say for the RECORD that 
I think this provision is intended to cover 
fish. 

Mr: ELLENDER. I am sure it is. 
Mr. AIKEN. I think it is intended to 

cover recreational fishing, and probably 
commercial fishing as well. 

Mr. FULBRIGHT. Fish could be 
raised commercially? 

Mr. AIKEN. Yes, indeed. 
Mr. FULBRIGHT. I wished to make , 

clear what .the farmer would recover. 
He would receive the regular payment 
for taking the land out of production. 
That is the No. 1 payment. Can the 
Senator tell us whether or not he would 
receive anything for soil-conservation 
practices resulting from covering the 
land with water? I am told that that is 
a very fine way to. build soil. 

Mr. ELLENDER. As the Senator has 
just indicated, the only payments would 
pertain to farm land, cultivated acres. 
What the farmer would receive on those 
acres would be the cost of putting them 
in grasses, 1f he used grass, the cost of 
building a levee to retain the water, if 
he chose to do so-- · 

Mr. FULBRIGHT. Would it include 
that? 

Mr. ELLENDER. Oh, yes. In addi
tion, he would receive an annual rental 
per acre for as many years as he might 
contract. With respect to this conser
vation-reserve acreage, the contract 
could not be for less than 3 years, arid 
might be for as long as 10 years, at a 
yearly rental. 

Mr.· FULBRIGHT. I am very glad to 
· make it clear that he would receive 80 
percent of the cost of building levees on 
the land to hold the water. · 

Mr. ELLENDER. The proportion is 
left to the Secretary. The Secretary 
could make it 100 percent. 

Mr. FULBRIGHT. I thought it would 
be 80 percent. 
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Mr. ELLENDER. The Senator has basis of the value of the crop, but on ·basic crops. Insofar as the conservation 
reference to what is in the report. The the rental value of the land. Much will acres are concerned, land of less value...:... 
language of the bill, as found on page 14, depend on what the . rental value of the productive and otherwise-will be used 
under subparagraph (1) is as follows: land is in the particular a.rea, and how for that purpose. · 

.(1) To bear such part of the cost '(includ- much the. land produces in dollars and Mr. CARLSON. Mr. President, will 
ing labor) of establishing and maintaining cents. The Secretary will have broad the Senator yield? 
vegetative cover or water storage· facilities, powers to fix the rental values. He will Mr. ELLENDER. As I said, in order 
or other soil, water, wildlife, or forest con- also have broad powers to fix the cost to make the program work, the Secretary 
serving uses, on the designated acreage as of putting the acre·age irito grasses, if has the authority to make it very at
the Secretary determines to be necessary to that is the conservation method agreed tractive. 
effectuate the purposes of this act, but not to upon by the Secretary and .the farmer. I yield to the Senator from Kansas. exceed a maximum amount per acre or facil-
ity prescrlbed by the secretary for the The situation with respect to trees is Mr. CARLSON . . ls there any limita
county or area in which the farm is situated. similar. The payment will depend upon tion as to the amount of acreage a 

the cost of the trees, and the labor en.- farmer can take out. on his .farm? 
Mr. FULBRIGHT. I believe that is tailed in planting them in the area where Mr. ELLENDER . . :That is left· to the 

clear. I had not noticed the phrase the land is located. Secretary. Under the bill before the 
"or water storage facilities," although I Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, will the Senate, the Secretary will utilize the 
was.looking for it. - senator yield? services of soil-conservation workers and 

Mr. ELLENDER. The 80 percent to , Mr. ELLENDER. I yield. experts from the land-grant cqlleges, 
which the Senator refers appears · .qµ Mr. AIKEN. ·It is my understanding, Federal and State agencies. In other 
page 16 of the report, but it is J;l.Ot f t lk" ·t th 0 t t f words, h~ will use the services of people 
Wrl.tten i"nto the b1·11. Under the pro- rom a mg Wl h e epar men o 

Ag icultu e offici ls th t the expect engaged in agriculture throughout the posed measure .• the Secretary is granted r r a • a Y 
bro"''d po-wers, i·n order that he mo.;y the annual rental will be approximately country~people who are now under the 

"" "'· 10 t f th 1 .1 th 1 d If Department of Agriculture or who work make the contractS attractive enough to percen ° e va ue 0 1 e an · 
the land is worth $50 an acre as crop cooperatively with it . . What will happen 

induce farmers to carry out the soil land, the rental will be $5. If it is worth is that a survey will be made, let us say 
bank program. $ th t 1 in certain areas.of the country. For in~ Mr. FULBRIGHT. I Wl·11 say for the 100 an acre, e ren a each year· will 

be $10 If the 1 nd l·s o th $200 stance, let us take prong 1 of the soil-record th.at from what I have learned in · a w r an 
acre l·n a part1"cular cou ty th e t 1 bank proposal. There is no doubt that my State, ·the building of water storage n • e r n a 
will be $20 an acre for the term of the in a few weeks the Secretary could ascer

facilities is not only an excellent method contract. That scale may not hold ex- tain pretty well, merely by going around 
of providing water supply, but is one of tl t i and talking to the farmers, how many 
the finest "'ays to enrich the soil. In ac Y rue n every case. , 

"' If t t t t ld acres of cotton, let us say, in the various many respects it builds the soil more rees were se ou , paymen s wou 
e t nd · d t 15 d cotton States would be put into the pro. rapidly than any other practice. x e over a peno up o years, an 

Mr. CARLSON. Mr. President, will might be smaller. However, the same gram. In other words, an average of 
mount f m 0 11. · ld b "d how much would be put into the pr_ogram the senator yield? a o oney, vera , wou e pa1 . 

. Mr. ELLENDER. I yield. Contracts for planting legumes and en- could be quickly obtained. 
Mr. CARLSON. I think it is· impor- riching the soil would normally run for By the same token, he could come to 

tant that we try to make a legislative a period of from 3 to 10 years, depend- ·some determination witn respect to the 
record, so that the record will show what ing upon the probable future need of the conservation feature, because under the 

1 d f d t . d th pending bill the es. timat1 .. on mus' t be ma' de will be included in the conservation a.n or crop pro uc ion, an o er 
acreage, b~ed upon cultivated acreage. circumstances. by February 1 of each year. The pro
Most good farmer& have a soil conser- Mr. ELLENDER. Let me say to my gram would then be worked out as to 
vation rotation program of plantjng le- good friend from Kansas that a while how many acres he could put into either 
gume crops. Let . us assume that a ago I explained the factors the Secretary of the programs. · 
farmer has 40 acres in alfalfa or clover. would have to consider. 'Let me read Of course, the number of acres that he 
It is already planted. Would that acr~- from the bill itself. I turn to page 14, would be able to · put into conservation 
age be a part of the new acreage pro- under subparagraph (2), beginning with would depend on the report he ·got, and 
gram? could the farmer draw pay- the second se~tence: of course it would have to come within 
men ts on that acreage? . The rate or rates of the annual payment the limitation of the money provided by 

Mr. ELLENDER. Is it cultivated? to be provided for in the contracts shall be Congress; 
Mr. CARLSON. He planted alfalfa established on such basis as the Secretary Mr. CARLSON. Mr. President, will 

on it 5 years ago. determines will provide producers with a fair the Senator yield? . 
Mr. ELLENDER. If that is his prac- and reasonable annual return on the land Mr. ELLENDER. I yield. 

tice, he is entitled to place it in the con- established in protective vegetative cover or . Mr. CARLSON. I thirik that is a very water-storage facilities, or other soil, water, 
servation reserve. For example, in wildlife, or forest-cons.erving uses, taking important point. I have received letters 
Idaho and other States tame hay is into consideration the value of the land for from farmers who are greatly concerned 
planted over 4 or 5 years, and crops the production of commodities customarily with this provision. There are some peo
are obtained each year. In order t.o grown on such kind of land in the county or ple who live in cities and own farms, who 
maintain those crops, the land is har- -area, the prevailing rE1-tes for cash rentals for are glad to let the Government take over . 
rowed after each cutting, As I under- similar land in the .county or area, the incen- land. That brings up two problems. The 
stand the provisions of the bill, those tive ·necessary to obtain contracts covering first is with respect to people who have 
acres could be used in the program, be- · sufficient acreage for the substantial accom- .. been farming the land,· they will run , plishment of the purposes of the conserva-
ca.use crops are produced upon what we tion-reserve ·program, and stl.ch other factors into difficulties. The second point is that 
term cultivated acres. In other words, as he deems appropriate . . such rate or rates ·if .in a given community too much land 
the crops do not grow wild. The crops may be determined on an in.dividual farm is taken out of cultivation and made un
are planted. That is really the differ- basis, a county or area basis, or such other productive, it will ·affect the whole com
ence. basis as the Secretary determines will facUi- munity and all the people who live there. 

Mr. CARLSON. I think that is a very tate the practical administration of the That is something to which we must .pay 
important statement. ·For example, program. attention, or we will .get into some diffi.-
there are areas where the land is already . In other. words, the door is wide open culty. , · · · 
pla.nted to ·alfalfa. It may have bee.n for the Secretary · of: A.gric'ul~ure to offer Mr. ELLENDER. The comm,ittee gave 
planted for 5 years. It will grow 2 or 3 such an attractive iriducement th~t the a. good deal .of thought to that subject . . 
or 4 crops a year. What will be the farmer cannot help wanting to enter into That is why we placed in -the bill a pro-

- basis of payments? As I understand tne a contract: The first part of the soil vision to the effect that the program . 
application of the bill to alfalfa, for ex- bank-that is, the acreage reserve-is . would have to be first worked out by 
ample, the farmer is not permitted to to alleviate, and not further to agg;ra- the Secretary of Agriculture, in order to 
harvest any of it-- after he" has placed · vate, our present surpluses. No doubt find out how many· acres the farmers 
the acreage under the conservation that is the part of the program ·whicli . throughout the country would be willing 
reserve. will cost the most. It will probably in- to contract to place in . the soil · bank. 

Mr. ELLENDER. The payment~ 'With elude some of the best.land in our cm.in- From the d~ta tQ be gathered in that way 
respect to such acres are not. on the try-land-which is usually planted to the the 'Secretary can tell pretty well now 
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much money will be . t"ee.ri.tfred" .. -E'.e· can 
also tell, should the aereage be far in ex.:.. 
cess of what he desired, whether he wiU 
have enough money to . spend. The 
amount of money he has available will 
depend on how much Congress gives him. 

. The Secretary would not have to go 
personally into any particular area. · H~ 
would have very wide authority to take 
out of production that number of acres 
that would best meet the problem:. 

For. instance, let us take cotton'. : It 
might -be that ih some parishes in my 
State the Secretary would not be able to 
.get more than 2 or 3 or 4 farmers inter
ested. Perhai:>s . in otber parishes he 
might get half the farmers interested. 
He would not have to require each county 
to reduce its acreage by a certain amount. 
He could theoretically, at least get the 
entire amount of land in one county. 
From the survey which will be made he 
can judge where contracts should be en.:.. 
tered into so as to carry out the program 
to the best advantage. I say that be':" 
cause the main puri>ose of tne acreage 
reserve is to get a great many acres out 
of cultivation, so as not further to aggra-
vate our existing surpluses. · · 

Insofar as the conservation reserve is 
concerned, the problem will be much 
easier to handle because in the acreage 
reserve the Secretary will have to be 
guided primarily by how · much of a re
duction· in:production he desires. Under 
.the conservation reserve, about the only . 
limitation will ·be the amount of money 
available for payments. 

We have .also included in the bill a 
provision to protect tenants and share
croppers. It reads as follows: 

In the administration of the conservation 
reserve program, the Secretary shall provide 
adequate safeguards to protect the interests 
of tenants and sharecroppers, including such 
provision as may be necessary to prevent 
them from being forced off the farm. 

Throughout the bill we have included 
provisions which, we believe, .will ade
quately take care of tenants and share
croppers . . 

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, will the 
Sena tor yield? 

Mr. ELLENDER. I yield. 
Mr. LANGER. The distinguished 

chairman has been very . generolis with 
his time · in answering questions. Yes- · 
terday he anpounced he would answer 
questions propounded by any Senator if 
he could ·do so. 

Mr. ELLENDER. If I could; yes . . 
Mr. LANGE;i:t. The Sena:tor from 

North Dakota receives many letters, and 
he would like to ask a favor of the dis
tinguished chairman of the committee. 
I hope the Senator will be able to an
swer the question I am about to ask him, 
so that· I can u-se -his answer in replying 
to my correspondents. 

Let us take, for example, a farmer in 
Minnesota or in North Dakota -Or in . 
Montana . .. He writes, '-'I have-320 acres 
of land. It is worth $100 an acre." He 
wants to take full · advantage of the plan 
in the . bill, . and he wants me -to figure 
out for him- in dollars and cents just 
what ·he wm get: ··· Can .the Senator"<io 
that for ·me"? - ·- - ~ ·· - -

Mr. ELLENDER. No;· I certainly can
not do that. It would depend, first, on 
the total number Of acres which the 

program would cover in a giVen year. 
Let us assume that the Secretary. de.:. 
cides that the $350 million provided in 
the conservation reserve pr_ogram is sUf:
ticient to pay b·enefits.on 25 million acres, 
i!1 round -figures. Let us say th ITT, after 
he makes his survey, he finds that farm
ers all over the country are desirous of 
putting 50 ·million acres of land into this 
phase of the program. 

With that information before him, 
the Secretary will have to consider 
where the requests come from and try 
to give each vicinity and each county 
and farm in a State or in each area a 
just and realistic share of the acreage tO 
be put into the program. 

The ref ore I could not say to a farmer 
in Minnesota, for example, who has 320 
acres in his farm, or a farmer in Lou
isiana, or one in North Dakota, that he 
would get so much under the program. 

As a matter of fact, until the plan is 
prepared and drafted and everyone who 
applies is considered, the Secretary him
self cannot do so. ·He must first see how 
far the money made available will go 
and fit it in with the demands and re
quests of the farmers. 

Mr.. LANGER. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield further? 

Mr. ELLENDER. I yield. 
Mr. LANGER. Suppose a farmer had 

a 320-acre farm and took out 40 acres. 
How much would he get for the 40. acres? 

Mr. ELLENDER. Let us assume that 
the acres which the Senator has men
tioned are allotted to. wheat. 

Mr. LANGER. That is correct. 
Mr. ELLENDER. If the Senator will 

ref er to page 17 of the report he will 
find an example for North Dakota, by 
the way, Ward County, N. Dak. 

The county normal yield is 13.2 bushels 
per acre. The size of the farm is 320 
acres. The acreage allotment is 120 
acres. The acreage put into reserve is 
30 acres . . 

Mr. LANGER. Let us make my ex
ample 30 acres, then. 

Mr. ELLENDER. The county loan rate 
per bushel is $1.80. 

The payment rate per acre would be 
$13.50. Therefore, the entire payment 
on the 30 acres would amount to $405: 

If the Senator will look through the 
report he will note that several tentative 
estimates have been made. I wish to 
make it plain that they are only tenta
tive. It may be that the Secretary will 
have to• pay a little more than he sug
gests in these preliminary figures in order 
to get the job done. 

Mr. LANGER. That is the first part. 
Mr. ELLENDER. Yes; that is the acre

age reserve. 
Mr. LANGER ·· what is the second 

part? 
Mr. ELLENDER. The second is the 

conservation reserve-acres on which 
the farmer agrees to plant grasses, and 
to otherwise engage in soil-conservation. 
practi'ces. · _ _ 
··Mr. LANGER. Thirty more acres? 

Mr. ELLENDER. Yes. Will the Sen
atOr .. tell me· ·the. ·average rental th~t. 
would apply?. . . . -

Mr; LANGER. It is $30. The 30 acres 
cannot be used for stock or anything else; 
is that correct? . . 

Mr. ELLENDER. ·That is correct. 
-When the. farmer signs .his contract for 
the conservation practice which is agreed 
to by the farmer and the Secretary, if he 
agrees to plant grasses, the Secretary will 
agree to pay all or the greater part of 
the cost of planting grasses in that area, 
or planting trees, if they are more 
adaptable. 

In addition to the acres planted to 
grass or trees, the Secretary will agree 
to pay the farmer during the length of 
the contract-and it must be for not 
less than 3 years-$10 or $15 an acre, if 
that happens to be a fair rate in the 
area under the formula from which I 
read a moment ago. 

Mr. LANGER. I have received letters 
from the Stockmen's Association saying 
that they do not want the land used for 
anything. 

Mr. ELLENDER. If it is used, the 
farmer violates his contract and loses 
not only his payment, but will be in debt 
to the Government for the payments al
ready made. 
Mr~ LANGER. So the farmer would 

be almost compelled to fence the land, 
would he not? If it is not going to be 
used for anything, in order to prevent 
cattle or sheep from wandering onto it_ 
it would have to be fenced. 

Mr. ELLENDER. ·The fa1~mer would 
have to keep out stock in some way. 

Mr. LANGER. I think that answers 
my question. 

Mr. ELLENDER. Under the ·bill which 
we are now considering, it is my judg
ment that the Secretary could even go 
so far ·as to help the farmer to pay a 
part of the cost of the fence. In other 
words, the Secretary is given, I would 
say, almost carte blanche authority to 
make the . program effective. He must 
make inducements great enough to take 
in as much of the acreage as may be 
possible. · 

Mr. LANGER. Even going to the ex
tent of helping to build a part of the 
fence? 

Mr. ELLENDER. That is correct. 
There is nothing in the bill to prevent it. 

Mr. LANGER. If the Department 
could build a part of the fence, it could 
build all of it. · 

Mr. ELLENDER. That might be used, 
as one of the incentives.' 

Mr. LANGER. I · thank the Senator 
from Louisiana. . . 

Mr. HUMPHREY. ·Mr. President, will 
the Senator from Louisiana yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER <Mr. AL
LOTT in the chair). Does the Senator· 
from Louisiana yield to the Senator from 
Minnesota? 

Mr. ELLENDER. I yield. 
Mr. HUMPHREY. The questiom pro-· 

pounded by the Senator from Nor~h Da
kota are exceedingly helpful, because 
they pinpoint typical situations. I did. 
a little :figuring while the Senator from. 
Nor th Dakota was discussing with the. 
Senator from Louisiana the situation· of: 
one 30-acre piece of land, and I find that 
under the present loan rate available fn 
the particular county mentioned, the 
total gross income.from that farm woul~. 
have · been $729. · There would be 405: 
bti.shels, the average yield being 13.2. 
bushels per acre. The amount of money 
available for payment under. the acreage 
reserve benefits would be $405, but that 
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would be the net amount. The . gross 
take under the loan rate would be $729'. 
The net would be $405. 

So, what we tried to do in the bil1-
and the chairman, more than anyone 
else,. continued to insist upon. it-was to 
give to the Secretary as much authority 
and as much opportunity as might be 
possible under the terms of the bill to 
pay as large bene:fi~ as he could and 
to do everything possible to make the 
program work. 

Mr. ELLENDER. To make. it attrac
tive. 

Mr. HUMPHREY~ Yes. If we are 
going to have the voluntary principle in 
·the bill, the attitude of the majority 
of the committee, and, in this instance, 
I believe, all the members of the commit
tee, was to make' the program so attrac
tive that it would be economically desir
able for the· farmer to take out of his 
allotted acres a certain number of acres 
for purposes of extra crop reduction. 

Mr. LANGER. Which amount should 
the farmer take~$729 or $405? 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I think I would 
take $405,. because there would be no 
cost oi seeding, no cost of harvesting, or 
other items involved. It would be $405 
for doing one thing, namely, being willing 
to take out of production 30 acres of 
land with n-0 risk in tel'ms of weather, 
in terms of hail, or in terms of any kind 
of insect infestation. There would be 
no cost for fertilizer, for seed,. or for 
threshing. In other · words~ it would 
seem to me to be a pretty good net. I 
think if Mr. Farmer figures $729 as his 
gross·,, if he could make $405; net,. he 
would be doing fairly well. · 

It appears to me that we should recog
nize that the formula we are talking 
about is: something which the Depart
ment has said it is their intention to fol
low. It is not written. per se, in the bill, 
but the chairman, in order to fulfill the 
intention and make- the intention as 
binding as might be possible, has. placed 
it in the legislative history in the report 
of the. committee. 

Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President. since 
we are discussing that feature oi the bill, 
I ask unanimous consent that the po:r
tion of the report dealing with the ten
tative suggesti0ns made by the Secre
tary of Agriculture be printed in the 
REcoRn. at this point in connection. with 
the debate. 

There being no objection, the excerpt 
from the report <No. 1484) was ordered 
to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 
TENTATIVE PROPOSALS FOR. ADMINISTRATION 011 

THE. SOIL BANK A<:r 
ACREAGE RESERVE 

The acreage · reserve plan ts destgned to 
induce farmers to lea.ve unplanted a portion 
of their allotment acreages for corn, wheat,, 
cotton, rice, ancf ce"!"tain types of tobacco. 
Tentative plans are as follows~ The county 
ASC committees would set a. farm yield rat
ing for each farm for each of these allot
ment crops based on the average or normal 
yield for the last 5 years except for wheat 
:for which the last 10 years would be used. 
The local ASC committee would ad.vise each 
farmer of the dollar payment. per acre he. 
might recefve for underplanting one or 
several of hfs allotments; The rate of pay
ment would be based on a. percentage or th& 
loan mte times the approximate normal 
yield. The farmer would have to designate 
lands to be placed in the acreage reserve 

of equal quality to those med for the crop 
and agree that the acres so designated would 
not be harvested or grazed. 

In the case or smalI fa1'ms, under the 
tentative plans-, the farmer would be per
mitted to participate in .the acreage reserve 
to the. full amount of his acreage allotment 
up ta 30 acres for grain and 10 acres for 
cotton. For large farms, the maximum would 
be 50 percent of the allotment. There would 
arso be a minimum acreage which could be 
placed in either the conservation reserve or 
the acreage reserve. Provisions· would be in
cluded in the program requiring protection 
of the· r.ights of tenants and sharecroppers~ 

CONSERVATION RESERVE' 

. The· conservation reserve plan ls designed 
to take lands out of the production of crops 
for periods of 3 to 15 years and place such 
lands in conservati-on uses such as grass, 
trees, and other approved conservation prao
tices. The establishment of vegetative cover, 
water storage facilities, improving and ex
p a nding forest cover and other conservation 
measures which wm be obtained und~r the 
conservation reserve program, will con.t ribute 
to flood prevention by retarding runoff of 
rainwater, prevention of soil erosion. and by 
providing storage of. water. Water storage 
will be accomplished both by increased soil 
storage capacity and by water storage struc
tures. These same measures, coupled with 
the less intensive use provided for, will con
serve and rebuild soII fertllity and retard 
soil depletion. 

It is tentatively planned that in each 
county, the ASC committee would offer to 
enter into contracts specifying ( 1) the 
acreage to be placed in the program; (2) the 
payment& to he made; and ,a) the use to be 
made of the acres. Nationally, the annual 
payment. on such lands would probably 
average about $1(} per acre. Rates within a 
county wourd vary with the quality of the 
land. Payment rates would be determined 
by areas. ln addition, ~ is: ten tatrvely 
planned that the con tract would provide that 
the Government pay up to 80 percent of the 
cost of applying the agreed-upon conserva
tion practices on such Iands. So far as prac
ticable, the conservation practices which 
would qualify for cost-sharing payments 
would be the same and at the same rates 
as under the ACP program. 

To provide further detail there follows 
bac.kground material developed in the De
partment to illustrate how the proposed soil 
bank program would work. w:hat admlnistra
ti ve regulations might have to be made, sug
gested rates of payment for particfpation. 
and. other pertinent tnfo:rmat:ton. 'This 
material (amended to include tobacco) was 
presented to the Senate Committee on Agri
culture and Forestry, February 3, and has 
been made publfo by ft. The Department 
emphasfzes that the information included in 
the attached statement is necessarily very 
tentative and should be treated accordingly. 
Extensive checking with farmers in the field 
will be needed. Final arrangements for 
ca:Frying out the soil bank will of course, de
pend upon the final form ot legislation in
volved. The Department or Agriculture will 
weroom.e continued suggestions· and recom
mendations from !armeu 

A.creswhich ' . 1 might come Nap1ona average 
in millions yreld per acre 

Pl.ANS FOR IMPLEMENTING TBJl son. BAlfK. 
(TENTATIVE) 

. These are the types of admt'nlstrattye negu
lations which might. be needed assuming the 
legislative proposals which have. been m~e, 
1 .. ACREAGE RESERVE-OBJECTIVE: REDUCE PRo-

DUCTION OJ' ALLOTMENT CROPS 

A. Establishment of yields to serve- as- a 
basis of payment: 

1. Follow this procedure· 
(a} Use check yields during 1951-55 as a 

base. 
(b) Break the national yield figure down 

by States- and counties-. 
( e) C'ounty committeemen determine nor

mal yields for community (these weight out 
to county normal yields). 

( d} Community committeemen establlsh 
a normal yteld for each !arm in the com
munity whicb grows the allotmen.t· crop con
c.erned.. Each such farm will be placed in 
one of 5 or 7 yield categories, ranging above 
and below the community av(;lrage. Adjust
ment procedures. will be used to line yields 
with community average. (up to this point 
everything can be done in the county oftlce 
-and will move rapidly.) 

· (e) Individual farmerS' will be Invited to 
offer land for t .he acreage reserve. which 1s 
.equal in prqductivity to land which ha& been 
used for the giyen crop on their f.arms. Thus 
they can. be. quoted a dollar figure per acre 
for typical land for the allotment crop · qn 
the farm. With the possible exception of 
the first yea-r, farmers should indicate thetr 
intention to participate' prior to- planting 
time Farmers may sign up for Iand better 
than ave:rage for tlle fai:m in. which case they 
will receive payments. based on a higher yield. 
If belnw average, a. lower per, a.ere payment 
will be made. 

B. Preliminary payment rates, minimum 
and maximum participation and cost~ 

1. PaymentrateS', the extent to which these 
rates need to be varied according to quality, 
location, and other factors is still under 
study ~ these figures are preliminary and are 
being checked in the field) .: 

(a.) Cotton, 50 pel'eent of t .he a:ve~age sup-
port p:rlce~ · 

(b) Wheat. 50 percent of the support prfce 
(legislation may not be. forthcoming in time 
to make a program this year on winter wheat 
practical) . 

(c.) Col'.n, 50 percent of the support price-. 
Discussions continue on the serious di1li
eulties of including corn In this program. 

(d) Rice, 50 percent of the support price. 
2. Maximum and minimum participation 

(these .should be administrative matters, not 
specified' in the Iaw~ also there should be 
discretion to take care of farmers who for 
reasons of sickness. or disabUfty may not 
wish to operate their farms) : 

(.a} Maximum: Gr:ain, 30 acres or 50 per
cent of allotment, whichever is larger; cot
ton, 10 acres or ·_50 percent of. allotment, 
whichever is larger-

( I>} Minimum: Grain. 10 acres or allot
ment, whichever is smaller; cotton, 2 acres or 
allotment, whichever ts smalier. 

3. Participation ami cost, national basis 
(highly tentative) : 

Rate of payment based on ' .Approximate ' Total cost 
· norma1 yield · cost per a.ere (in millions) 

Cotton----------------- 3- 5' ! 36'3 poands_ _______ SO' percent ofloan leveL___ $50 $150-$250 
Wheat---------·------ 112-15 , 15.8 bushels __________ era____________ 17 200- 25() 
Corn _____________________ . 4- 6 44.2 bushels~----- - ____ do__________ 38 150- 229 

~~~aoo0>:::::::::::::::: I :¥ ~:~~=:::::: :::1~::.:::======= : 1~ is-: ~ 
1~~~~---'t~~~~ 

TotaL-------------- 19. ·1---26. 4' --------------·-----, 1-------------------------- ------------- 528- 750 

1 Based on both winter and spring crop, 
s Commereiat corn. area y}eJd.. 

NoTE..-These are based on 00-percent supports and optional' PBrity. 
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c. Agreement-land~ord-tenant rel~tion

shlp: 
1. Compensation ls to be divided among 

interested landlords and tenants· on the 
farms in the same proportion as they would 
have shared in the crop in the absence o! 
a reserve acreage program, unless division 
on another ba.sis is agreed upon by land
lords and tenants and their agreement is 
approved by the county committee in ac
cordance with standards prescribed by the 
State committee. 
II. CONSERVATION RESERVE-<>BJECTIVE: TAKE 

OUT THE LESS PRODUCTIVE CROPLAND 

A. Conservation reserve rental rates: 
1. Establishment costs, $19 per acre, na-

tionaf average: · · 
(a) Pay 80 percent of costs, not to exceed 

a maximum of $25 per acre for either forage 
or trees. 

(b) Keep incentives alined with ACP so 
as not to upset the ACP program. 

2. Rental rates: 
(a) $10 per acre, average for the United 

States. 
(b) State rental rates established on basis 

of land values, productivity, and other fac
tors. 

(c) County rental rates would vary on 
the basis of such factors a.s county yields 
and value of farmland. . County rates would 
be adjusted so that the weighted average 
did not exceed the State rate. No county 
rate would exceed $20 per acre. 

(d) Farm rental rates would be established 
on the basis of specified acreage placed in 
conservation reserve. Rates would be based 
on relative .productivity of specified acreage. 

(e) Rental rates would need to be ad
justed if grazing is permitted within the 
contract period. 

B. Practices: 
· 1. Eligible land should be land which was 
used for the production of row crops or 
·small grain during at least 1 of the la.st 3 
years. 

2. Forage (enough seed to plant about 14 
million acres in 1956): 

(a) Prefer perennials. 
(b) Annuals satisfactory when seeded with 

perennials. 
- (c)Annuals satisfactOry alone when no 
perennial seed available and appropriate 
practices can be followed. Due to seed limi
tations, some latitude may be needed re
garding soil protective practices during the 
first year or two. 

3. Trees (enough stock to plant about half 
a million acres in 1956): 

(a) Adapted forest trees. 
(b) Shrubs when interplanted for shelter

belt purposes. 
4. vvater storage: 
(a) Cost of water retention dams shared. 

III. OPERATING PROCEDURE 

A. We are now checking our tentative in
ducements and procedures in the field. 

B. Develop data as soon as legislative ac
tion permits. 

C. Hold educational meetings, perhaps on 
a county basis. 
· D. Arrange for signup dates and meetings. 

E. Minimize the number of farm visits 
by handling as many things at one time 
as can conveniently be done. 

F. There are no funds for administrative 
work uritll and unless the Congress acts. 

G. If legislative action is not taken prior 
to April 15 it will be extremely difficult to 
get a program this year, except for wheat 
seeded in the fall of 1956. 

IV. THE CERTIFJ:CATES 

A, Draw them in terms of dollars. 
B. Redemption, if the farmer elects It, to 

be accomplished by purchase of the relevant 
commodity at specified rates. 

C. Interest rate probably 3¥2 percent. 

. D. Maturity date probably at the time the 
loan normally would mature. Loans for the 
various commodities might all be matured 
at the same date. 

Cotton 
Bolivar County, Miss.: 

County normal yield (pounds 
per acre) __________________ _ 

Size of farm (acres) _________ _ 
Acreage allotment (acres) ____ _ 
Acres put into reserve (acres) __ 
Farm normal- yield (pounds per 

389 
240 

70 
15 

acre) -------------------~--- 45-0 
Payment rate per acre_________ t67. 50 
Payment----~----------------- $1,012.50 

Orangeburg County, s. c.: 
County normal yield (pounds 

per acre)-----------------
Size of farm (acres)-----------
Acreage allotment (acres) ____ _ 
Acres put into reserve (acres) __ 
Farm normal yield (pounds per 

acre) -----------------------Payment rate per acre ________ _ 
Acreage reserve payment ______ _ 
Conservation reserve acreage 

(acres) ---------------------Cost of establishing grass ___ :_ __ 
Payment at 80 percent of cost__ 
Annual payment_ ____________ _ 
Conservation reserve payment, 1st year ____________________ _ 

Soil-bank payment, 1st year ___ _ 

Wheat 
Ward County, N. Dak. : 

County normal yield (bushels 
per acre)------------------

Size of farm (acres)-----------
Acreage allotment (acres) ____ _ 
Acreage put into reserve 

. (acres) --------------------
County loan rate (approximate-

323 
60 
15 

5 

300 
$45 

$225 

20 
$500 
$400 
$140 

$540 
$765 

13. 2 
320 
120 

30 

$1. 80 ly) (per bushel)-----------
Farm normal yield (bushels per acre) _______________________ · 15 

Payment rate per acre_________ · $13. 50 
Payment______________________ $405 

Cheyenne County, Kans.: 
County normal yield (bushels 

per acre)------------------
Size of farm (acres)-----------
Acreage allotment (acres) ____ _ 
Acreage put into reserve 

(acres) --------------------
County loan rate (approximate-

ly) (per bushel)-----------
Farm normal yield (bushels per . 

20.7 
240 

90 

15 

$1. 80 

acre>----------------------- 19 
Payment rate per acre_________ $17.10 
Payment --------------------- $256. 50 
NOT.1!:.-If 40 acres were put in the reserve, 

payment would be $684. 
Corn 

Blue Earth County, Minn: 
County normal yield (bushel per 

acre)---------------------~-
Size of farm (acres) _________ _ 
Acreage allotment (acres)-----
Acreage put into reserve (acres) 
County loan rate (approximate-

ly (per bushel) _____ _______ _ 
Form normal yield (bushels per 

56.8 
160 

50 
10 

$1. 30 

acre) ----------------------- 70 
Payment rate per acre_________ $45. 50 
Payment______________________ $455.00 

Marshall County, Iowa: 
County normal yield (bushels 

per acre)---------------~----
Size of farm (acres)_:. ________ _ 

Acreage allotment (acres)-----
Acreage put into reserve (acres) 
County loan rate (approximate-

ly) (per busnel)-----------
Farm normal yield (bushels per 

58.4 
320 
140 
40 

$1. 32 

acre)----------------------- 58.4 
Payment rate per acre_________ $38. 54 
Payment------------------~--- $1,541.60 
NoTE.-If he elects to put 25 acres into 

the reserve his payment would. be ·~1,137.50. 

Bice 
Arcadia Parish, La.: 

Parish normal yleid. (pounds 
.per acre)--------------------

Size of farm (acres)-----------
Acreage allotment (acres) ____ _ 
Acreage put into reserve (acres) 
Paris:q. loan rate (per hundred-weight) ____________________ _ 

Farm normal yield (pounds per 
acre) -----------------------Payment rate per acre _________ _ 

Payment _____ .; _______________ _ 

Plus 
Cotton-acreage allotment 

(acres) ---------------------
' Acreage put into reserve (acres) 

Farm normal yield (pqunds) __ 
.Cotton paym~nt ______________ _ 
Total payment ___ ____________ _ 

Colusa County, Calif.: -
County normal yield (pound.s 

per acre) -- - ----------------Size of farm (acres) __________ _ 
Acreage allotment (acres) ____ _ 
Acreage put into reserve (acres) 
County loan rate (per hundred-weight _____________________ _ 

Farm normal yield (pounds per 
acre) -----------------------Payment rate per acre _________ _ 

Payment _____________________ _ 

Conservation reserve 
1. Farm in western Kansas: 

960 acres. 

2, 177 
400 
100 
20 

$4. 16 

2,400 
$49.92 

$998.40 

40 
10 

400 
$600 

$1 .• 558. 40 

3,081: 
280 
90 
10 

$3.50 

3,000 
$52. 50 

$525.00 

100 acres put into conservation 
reserve. 

Total cost. of establishing. grass 
cover at $7 per acre__________ $700 

Payment to ,farmer at 80 percent 
of the cost__________________ 560 

Yearly rental, based on produc-
tivity of th~ specific acres at 
·$5 per aQre___________________ 500 

Payment to farmer the 1st year, 
$560 plus $500 _______________ 1;060 

Payment in subsequent years for 
duration of the contract_____ 500 

2. Farm in the Piedmont: 
120-acre farm. 
Takes out 60 acres, puts 30 in 

grass, 30 in trees. 
Total cost of establishing 30 

acres of grass at $30_________ $900 
Total ·cost of establishing 30 

acres of trees at $12__________ 360 
Payment to farmer equal to 80 

percent of costs _____________ 1,008 
Annual payment, based on pro

ductivity of the reserve acres, 
at $8 per acre________________ 480 

Payment 1st year, $1,008, plus 
$480 ------------------------ ~.488 

Payment in subsequent years for 
duration of the contract_____ 480 

3. Farm in New England: 
150-acre farm. 
Puts 30 acres into conservation 

reserve. - -
Total cost of establishing grass 

cover at $35 per acre _________ $1, 050 
Payment to farmer at 80 per-

cent of the costs but not to 
exceed $25 per acre_ _________ 750 

Rental at $10 per acre__________ 300 
Total payment, 1st year, $750 

plus $300 ____________________ 1,050 
Payment in following years for 

duration of the contract______ 300 
4. Farm in the Corn Belt: 

320-acre farm. 
Puts 20 acre hill field into con

servation reserve. 
Total cost of · establishing grass 

cover at $25 per acre_________ $500 
Payment to farmer at 80 per-

cent of the cost______________ 400 
Rental at _ $15 per .. acre________ 300 
Total payment, 1st year, $300 

phis $300--.------------------ 700 
Payment in following years for 

duration of the contract______ 300 
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Corn and wheat 

Montgomery County, Ill.: 
Size of farm (acres)-------------- S.20 
County corn yield (bushels)------ 56. 1 
Corn acreage· allotment (acres)---- ioo 
Farm normal yield (bushels per 

acre) -------------------------- 60 
Acreage put into l'eserve (acres)--- 50 
County lean rat& (approximate)__ $1. 42 
Payment rate- per acre ____________ $42. 60 

Payment- -----~~-~----------~---- $2, 130 
County wheat yield (bushels)_____ 24·. 4 
Wheat acreage- allotment (aeres')-- 40 
Farm normal yield (bushels per 

acre) -~------------------------ 25 
Acreage put into Feserv.e {acres)___ 20 
County loan rate (approximate)___ $1.-90 
Payment.-rate per acre ___ , _________ $24. 75 

Payment --------"- --------------- $4_95 
Total acreage- resene payment____ $2, 62~ 

For reference purposes there follows a 
statement showing data on planted acreages, 
production and CCC loan and inventory 
stoeks of the commodities eligible under the 
acreage reserve program. 
United States n ·epa-rtment of Ag'liicultW"e, 

Commodity. Stabilization- Service..-.A.creage, 
production,. CCC stocks, a-na. CCC loan 
operations, pi:incipal. crops. 

All cotton: 
Acreage fn cultlvatfon J"uiy- · -

1, 1955 (acres}---------- 17,489,000 
Production 1955 (bales) --- 14, 476, 000 
CCC-owned stocks Feb. 8, . 

1956 (bales:)--- - - - --- 7, 115, 816 
Under CCC loan Feb. 3, 1956 

(bales)~------------- 6~ 602,887 
Carn: 

Acreage planted 19.55. 
(acres)------------------ 81, 577, 000 

Production 1955 (bushelB"J- 3, 184-, 836, 000 
CCC-owned -stocks Jan. 18, 

1956 (bushels}---------- 745,377,000 
Under CCC loan Jan. 15, 

1956 (bushels)---------- 200,300,000 
Wheat: 

Acreage- planted 1955 · 
(acres)----------------- 58,28'4,000 

Production 1955 (busheis} _ 938, 159, 000 
CCC-owned stocks Jan. 18, 

1956 (bushels)---------- 857,471, 000 
Under CCC loan Jan. 15, 
1956 (bushels)------------ 256,480,000 

Rice (rough.):· 
Acreage planted 1955 

(acres) ----------------- t, 842, 000 
Production 1955 (hundred-

w-elght) ---------------- 53',420,000 
CCC-owned stocks' .Tan. 18, 

1956 (hundredwetghtJ __ 18, 532, 000 
Under CCC loan Jan: 15, 

1956 (hundred-weighty___ 14,92.5,000 

Tobacco: 1 

Cigar binder, type 51-
Acreage harvested 1955, 
(acres)---~------~ 

Prcicruction (pounds) ___ . 
CCC-owned stocks Dec~ 31, 1955 ______________ _ 

Under CCC loan through 
associations, types 51 
and 52, Dec. 31, 1955 
(pounds) -------------

Cigar binder, type 52-;
Acreage h~rvested 

(acres) ------------
Production 195& 

(pounds) -------------· 
CCC-owned stocks Dec. 

31, 1955 ___________ _ 

Under CCC loan Dec. 31, 
1955. (Included with 51 
above.) 

Cigar binder, type 54--
Acres harvested 1955 

(acres)--------------
Production 1955 

(pounds)------------
CCC-owned stocks 

(pounds)-------------

7,900 
1.2.. 401,000 

None 

7,660,000 

5,700 

10, 117, 000 

None 

4,700 

6, 815, 000 

95,000 

United States Department of Ag'rlcultme, 
C-ammodity Stabiliza.tion Service-Acreage, 
prod..v.ction,, CCC U.oeks, and. CCC loa.n 
operations, principal crops--ContinUed· 

Tobacco-Continued:. 
Under CCC loan through 

associations, types 54 
and 55, Dec. 31, 1955 
(pounds) ------------- 5, 541, 000 

Cigar binder, type 5.5-
Acres harvested 1955 

(acres)-------------- 9,700 
Production 1955 

(pounds}------------- 12. 778,000 
CCC-owned stocks______ None 
Under CCC loan. (in-

cluded with 54 above.) 
Burley-

Acres harvested 1955 
(acres)------------ 322, 300 

Production 1955 
(pounds)------------- 509,835, 100 

CCC stocks_____________ None 
Under CCC loans. Dec. 31~ 

1955, of which 72,-
800, 000 lbs. is 19:55 crop 
(pounds)------------- 47&, 100,000 

Flue cured-
Acres harvested 19'55, 

(acres)------------ 991., 700 
Production 19!>5 

(pounds)------------- 1, 504-,. 075, 000 
CCC-owned stocks____ None 
Under CCC loan Dec. 31, 

1955, including practi-
cally all of 1955 that 
'Will be covered 
(pounds) -------- 59'1, 500, 000 

% All topacco data except acreage are on 
farm-sales-weight oasis. 

Mr. ELLElNDER .. Mr. President, I 
wish to emphasize that these are only 
tentative suggestions advanced by the 
Secretary. In our discussion of the mat
ter with hi& assistants, it was made plain 
to us that ii the suggestions. were not 
sufficient to do the j.ob. the inducements 
could be made more attractive. a.s my 
good friend from Minnesota has said. 
That is why tile committee gave the 
Secretary the power to proceed to pre
pare a program which would be so at
tractive that the fa:rm.ers would aceept 
it. 

When we discussed the matter at first, 
I was one who thought that the best 
way to accomplish the first phase of the 
program-namely. the reduction in 
planting of allotted acres-would be to 
pay a fair rate and make the reduction 
compulsory. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. That is eorrect. 
Mi. ELLENDER. But when the Sec

retary appeared before the committee 
and suggested that he could make a 
voluntary plant so attradive that com
pulsion would not be necessary, all of 
us agreed to give the Secretary the 
power and to let him proceed to do it. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I think the record 
ought to be made perfectly clear that 
the intent of the committee, as I in
terpret it,. at least, was to say,. "Mr. Sec
retary, you have asked for a voluntary 
program. we a;re· pro:viding in the bill 
an authorization of funds which is very 
generous. You have· the authority; it is 
unrestricted." 

I do not think there is any restrictive 
language in the bill in terms of pay
ments, except as to minimums, and, as I 
recall, a maximum of $100 an acre on 
tobacco. Is not that correct? 

Mr: ELLENDER. The Senator is 
correct. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. But we have said 
to the Secretary, in effect, "If you want· 
to get acreage reduction in an acreage 
reserve program on a voluntary basis,. 
you will have to make it so attractive 
that any farmer figuring what he can 
produce on the land on the basis of the 
average production will find it more de
sirable to go into the program than to 
stay out of it.'-' -That means the Secre
tary will have to act on the generous side, 
because every farmer will feel that he 
will get a bumper crop this year on the 30 
acres. 

Mr. LANGER. · That is what I was 
coming to. . 

Mr. HuMPHREY. .I thought I. saw 
the gleam in the Senator's eye. 

Mr. LANGER. The greatest gambler 
in the world is the farmer. In that re
spect he has everybody in Wall Street 
beat. The farmer will plant his 30 
acres. He will say, "This year I am 
goin·g to· get 30 bushels to the acre." 
Does the Senator from Louisi-ana think 
the farmer will voluntarily go into · the 
program? · · · 

Mr. ELLENDER.. M'y hope is that the 
farmer will cooperate. He. must realize 
that so long as heavy surpluses dangle 
over the market. he can expect to re
ceive depressed. prices. I am quite cer
tain the farmers are realists; and if the 
amount to be paid to. them is made at
tractive, as is contemplated, I really· 
believe they will cooperate to the fullest 
extent. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, 
will the Senator from Louisiana further 
yield? 

Mr. ELLENDER. I yield for a ques
tion. 

Mr. HUMPHREY It appears to me 
that if the farmer in his wisdom and 
judgment, and, as the. Senator from 
North Dakota· sa;ys, in accordance with 
his well known and well established 
gambling spirit, in teims of the produc
tivity of his soil, decides not to go intci. 
the pr.og.ram. he still will have allotted 
acres. 

Mr. ELLENDER. That is correct 
Mr. HUMPHREY. He will still re

ceive price support only on his com
modities produced on allotted acres. 
The worst that could happen would be 
that the Department of · Agriculture 
estimates, based on expert opinion with 
regard to allotted acres, wculd be ful
filled. The number of acres allotted is 
according to the best judgment of the 
Department of Agriculture as to the 
needs of production for a particular 
year in a particular commodity. 

The only reason why the acreage re
serve idea was injected into the pro
gram was, as I gathered, so that the 
Department could empty its warehouses 
by cutting down on the production of 
allotted acres below what the domestic 
expert opinion would figure for a ·par
ticular year. 

Mr. ELLENDER. I ·think we have 
made that very plain during the course 
of the debate this afternoon. 

Mr. LANGER. So instead of getting 
cash, the farmer will receive a com
modity. 

Mr. ELLENDER. .That is correct. 
He can take the commodity instead of 
cash. 
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~ MN<GER. If. he· g-ets a com

modity, will it mean that he can get 
wheat? Isl that 10 percent more: than 
cash? 

Mn. HUMPHREY. That is correct 
Mr. ELLEN:OER.. In onder ta enccnm

ag~. the farmer to use. som-e of the sm:
pluae~ he can buy: thei commoditlies and 
get a; 10._perc.ent incr.ease; ini thei v.alue 
otthe cerctifi:cate: · 
. Mr... LANGER What can the farmer 
do with the whea.l if he: ge,ts it. trom 
surplus:~ 

:Mir; Em.L.ENmER Ke' can fe-ed: iti o:r 
use, ft;. in Rl'liY'1 etlher way he> plea-seS' .. 
· Mr. I.ANGER. Carr fie> sell it on tfi.e 
open mar:tret. · 

M.P-. ELLENDER. · Oil, yes-: 
Mi' . . SYM'lNGTON. M'r. President, 

win the Senator yield?' 
Mr. ELLENDER. !" yield f'or a ques:--

tion. · 
Mt. SYMINGTON'L Wl'l.o will handle 

the pr.og:ram when it goes into. efte.ct? 
If the bill' shalt be- passe<:f,. who,. will. ad'
minister tfie. yrogram'l 
. Mr. ELLENI>ER ll wilt be a.dmiii
istei:ed. by the. Secretary of Ag-ricuitur:e, 
with the assistance of. all the State. coJIL
mitteemen· and those handling, the tech
nieaJ. phases of the.soil eenaerv.ation pi:o.
gram, inefudmg. the land-g-rant.. colleges. 
I read section 2I8 of the.. bill: 

In administering this act in the .. <ion.~ 
.n&llbal · Unit.eel. stateS',. · the. Secr.e.taD~ shall 
utilize. the. se.nv.ic.es. of c.omm:u.nitll,., ca.un~. 
ancf State CQmmit"tees. estaf)liShed under. sec..
·tiorr 8. of' tlie S'oil Conservation and. Da
mestfc .An0tment Act.. as amended. 

S'ection 219 provides..: 
SEc.., 21'!1. W.ltm ne:sp~c.ti: ta. com;enation. as

pe.e..t&. e:ft an~ pmg,mm. unden this; at?t, the 
Se.GlletaJll1 shall: oonsult. w.itlh' the soil..'
consei:"lation. distric.ts.,, Sta.ta fore.ste:ns.,. 1andr 
grant coJieg,~ and other. a-ppraprla.te ,ag,eTu
cies of. State governments in the. focmula
tion of ·pl'ognam provisions at- the- Staire an:d 
coun.t:Y' levels. The' reehnical res.omces- of 
the· smL Cons:e.nva:tm:m lil.erviae; tale POrest 
Senv.ic~ the lamti-g-xa:nt:. eoll'ege~. 1ill~ State 
fme&tel:lfl an o.tlher a.gpI!QpniaM techn:hmi 
sav,i.ces shall 'Ile: utilized, . Sill ii.Im a!IJ ~ 
ticable 00> assure. coordination, 0f. conser:va.
tion. acti:vfties; an.ct a, solid. technicaL fo.unda. 
tiorr for the program. 

Mn. SYMI!liG:TON. 'I'hat, means.'. dbes 
it rum, th&t. im the! StateH, tJhe stat& AS€ 
committees will have the PJllm,aryT au:
thority within tlhe Stai:fm ts ex·Efe.ut.e: the 
law in accol'dainee-with the' specifica.tiuns 
issued by. the- Department ot AID"icul
ture? 

Mr. EI:..LENDER. They will assist. in 
formulating; and adnrini:stering the: prO'
gram. 

Mn. SYMINGT©N. Does the Senator 
from Louisiana believe that the prognam. 
should be- administered atL the g_ra-ss
roots; thait is,, tha.t the. county C£>.Im
mittees should. have something te say? 
Or should the program be o~erated by 
the. State committee&? 

Mr. ELLENDER. The program will be 
operated, su far as possible, frem the 
grassroots~ Those in the field certainly 
will insist not only in a-dministering the 
progiram, but in formulating. the· plans. 

The State for.esters. will be consulted. 
As the Senator knows, the reason is that 
for many years there has been a coop,.. 
erative program between the States and 

CII--19~ 

the Federal eover.mnent- in effect With 
reference to forestcy:.. I think title: VI of 
the. bilI has~ m special pnovisicm. for af
forestation a-nd· refor.esta tion· 

Mr. S>Y'.M1N.€lEEONt I do• not want, to 
laboi-the pointr,. but does the Senaoor. feel 
that the. county committees. in the 
various States. are, important in the 
executr@n of tl'le1program? 
Mr~ ELLENDE:R.. They a;r.e v.ery im

portant~ . 
. Mr. SYMINO.T.ON. Does.-the.. S.enato.J.T 
feel tha·t the- office .. ·managers of the 
various: count~ eommtttees sTuauld r:epart 
to· th.-e county1 committees-, or that the 
county committees· should report .to the 
o:fficemanagens-~ 

Mr. ELLENDER .. 'li'hat, i& something 
I would prefer. nat. discussing new. I 
am. familiar with. what the Senator has 
in mind, but I: would not care- te enga'ge 
in a' debate·amitnoW'. The.S'enato:irfrom 
Minnesota [Mi:_ HUMPHREY] is, I think, 
louking inte that. matter so far as it per
tains.. t-o Missouri:. Let u.s hope the· prob
lem ca.n be; settled. in some wa.y .. 

Mn. SYMINGTON. Mir. Presid.ent, will 
the Sena-tor yield• for a further qµestion 
on• this- ma-tter, which Ii a:onsider- to be 
important? 

M:u: ElJ'..E!NBER I ~ieltt 
. Mr S~IN.GTON. L. suggest tha.t the 
De:P.Brlltment, o~ Ag'riculture haa noJNi is.
sued. m clli:e.c.tiLv.e tQI Ube: effeeil th-atr the 
offi.G_e manage£ can appi:oJAe: the: ~a.yroll 
of. himsell andi. those who work. fon him 
'without &DlV llefe.renca ~ the eounty 
c.ommittee. Ikles. net. that neatly meain 
that.. the office: mana'geJ> is. now wo:cidng 
independentI~ et the. cou~ committee; 
.and under the: dit.ootiollt of the- DepaDt,. 
men.t. at Agpic.ultmre:? . 

Mr ELLENDER. If, I am to· judge bi 
the, ca.s~ cited byi the Senat.G:u till.om Mis
scmi:i J; de>o 110t.. think. there is, an:¥ daub.t 
about it. 

Mr. SYMlNG'FON. · L want to. snppo11t 
the Senator i:n GbtaiWn~ the passage of 
the bil1 to the- b.es..t oti. ~ abili~ a.rui. in 
evem; way I. ea,n., but I am. WGndening if 
.there: ai:e.. a~te... sateg,uand& iill the bill 
a& to its, exec.ution; After all,. a bill in 
itself means literally almost nothing. It 
is whether or not the bill will be admin
isrered pr.operly m ac.coI.Cfance. with the 
wfslies of Congress, that i:eal1¥ ~aim.ts.. 

Mr. EI:..LENDEJR.. 'Ilhe: S.eeneta.ny is 
g;iven ample: ~pant.unity to admini&ter 
·the. bflll alung- the- lines. which we- mre 
now speaking. It is my sincere> l'rol)e 
that it will.be administered.in that man
ner. As I. said;. yestei::daly,, and again 
this af.terneon. it is. my hope· that. who..
even will adminis.ten the bill after it has 
been passed wilI De sympatfie.tic. with 
what. Congr.ess is tr~ing to do. If he is 
not,. the President aught to get somebocfy 
whcris. 

:Mr. SYMINGTON. I thank' tfle S'err.
ator. He-has cuvered tl'le point: 

Will the Senator yield so tfmt I ma-y 
make inquiry regarding another aspect 
of the bill?-

Mr. ELLENDER. I yield. 
Mr. SYMINGTON. The president of 

the National Farm Organization, a new 
farm organization, tord us, in a meeting 
of the Mfssouri delegation, that in some 
parts of the- country he represented 25 
percent of the farmers: would go bank
rupt in the next 60 or 90 days, because 

the banks, had ·stated they: couidt not 
continue to accep.t; obsolete, farm equipi.. 
ment as collater.a;l' far loans.,. and. the 
farmers do . not,_ hmve, the money· with 
which to pay off tl"le. loa1mr. T.heref01:.e .. 
the f aTm people were. anxiuus that the 
bil giva them s.ome .immediate· relief. 

Will: the- Sella'tor f :rom Louisiana tell 
us whether he thinks- the pending bill 
willi at least in part ans.werthat request'l 

M:t ... ELLENIDER As; I indicated yes:.~ 
te:i:illty.; and aga.in. today,;~ the- onl~ imeo 
mediate: income .rell.ei p.no11ided in. .. the 
bill:. w;iU li>e: thr.ougl\ll .ade:ptiom , of -the 96 
pene.erltt OD ll>amityi su1nmrt, pre\!isien. 'Fhe 
rest of th-e bi:ll r£la teS' te ltmir-1ie:rm bene>:o 
fits-. It is entir.e-ly 11ussible- that next 
year: ma71i bring bet.iler prJces. far. grai~ 
and m.. faa.t, even cattle, .pou1tr~. and 
daicy. pi:OO.Uets 'rhia may occur because 
grains; wiiJ.1 costr mo:re 'Fher~ will prob
.ably . he a shorletr' supJ11lT.. on grainS'. That 
possibiiitYT will. hep s.taibilize the live .. 
stock industry; 

Irtr :is my judgment ehae if as mubh 
a;s, 2:5 miilibm ae11es: ai:.e. putt inte& the· ccm
serva.tion r.esene thene w.ilt he less> oats~ 
barle~ .. and g.Da.illl giramia. 'lrhe_se- crops 
are now in surplus because: of. diversion 
ef otl:ret a-er.es 1fD tfios.e' eropS" .. 

On the other handl, umleir the acreag~ 
resel've- program., wJ!rerebF acre wflmh 
-are ail.lotted: ta basit craps; a-re tor be taken 
out of production, it a..sn11icient,nnmber 
of. thGJse . acres c:am b . takeni_ out- of pro'
duction, there will be a temlency nut 
.to, a;gg;na.v.a.te. . fJmtll.er. our .surpl\J.ses. . If 
that occurs, it is bound to inc~ea.5e the. 
}JJ!ic:es.. of. the- c0mm.odit:iem nem Yea.It, be
.ca.use tlheJie will be less; pmiduction._ 

That, however, as I said, worn.Cl COIIle 
about: Ol'D m. long time basi.S:._ It might 
tak<e 2.: y;ea'I's,.. or perhRPS' 3s yea;rg,, trcr get 
rid of the> Slll!PI'cls'es; w:fiich. are . now 
·glutting· oui: ma1rket. and w:htchl are so 
destr.uatiive.. to ttre. priee ·mu.~ture. -

There i& anotllrer I!llte..wisien in_ the: bill 
·which. eoukli. g:J..Ve immedimte. assis.ta;.nc~ 
if properly utilized. As the ·Seim.tor 
lhl0ws:: · the> Secre:tar:y; of Agriculture. is 
autl'ronized' ~ use. se:etiolil 3~ 1ftmdS: tto 
·p.uraill.ase' perislm~ commadities: amt 
to stabfilze mal'.kets 'Jnmse funds are 
eqnoo u 30 percent; of customs duties. 
The Secretary· l:rad about $.14.62 million 
a;~aIDlble flroim 1ltre sourc.e. ms o1t J;uty 1, 
19'55 He eouldl. spend nro mori tham 25 
per<rent 0f that amo:un.t for ronw li cmm
mocfify~ 

Mr. SYMINGTON. How much dii.d 
tfie Seci::et~ ha.v;e. an l'nlind.. Iast year 
av thiS time:.'l 

Mr. El111ENDER., :L. dew not, r.enalli. tt 
was a; little> 0-ven- $400. million. Fotr this 
fiscal! yea-x htr had about $460 million. 
That sum will be sur.iplemented1 by $250 
milliurn in thi& prop@sal!. 

Mr.. SYMINGTON- Do.es the Senator 
think.., based oil!. the record and past 
histony, tfie Secnetary oi' Agriculture is 
prcme tm utildz:e funds; of. thatr character 
in order: to help; trlre farmer?' 
Mr~ EI:.L.ENIDER. ~ 1 said, it is· my 

hope that fie will do so. U the Secretary 
will not, it is my hope he will be made 
to do it, or that the President will get 
somebody. who wilL 

Mr. SYMINGTON. If €ongress does 
not approve of the 90 percent of parity 
support pr.ovision. of the. bill, and the 
other component parts of the bill are 
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passed, how long does the Senator think 
a farmer who is in bad condition, so far. 
as his bank is concerned, will have to 
wait before he will receive any tangible 
relief under the bill? 

Mr. ELLENDER. It all depends on 
what shape he is in. If he is in bad 
shape, he might not be able to wait until 
next year. Next year he may be a little 
better off, because the prices of commod
ities which he produces may go up. By 
taking acres out of production, a little 
scarcity will be created. As I said, how
ever, since the program is on a voluntary 
basis, nobody knows how many farmers 
will participate in it. It is my hope that, 
with the power the Secretary of Agricul
ture has, he will make it so attractive 
that the goal set by the committee will 
be reached. If that goal is reached, it 
is my judgment that some farmers may 
benefit in the latter part of 1956, but 
only farmers who have something to 
plant and sell and cultivate will benefit. 

Mr. SYMINGTON. In other words, 
the primary possibility of assistance for 
the farmer this year lies in the 90 per
cent of parity provision of the bill. Is 
that correct? 

Mr. ELLENDER. In high price sup
ports; that is correct. 

Mr. SYMINGTON. If these supports 
are not provided, the farmer will prob
ably have to wait until next year to re
ceive appreciable benefits under the bill. 
Is that correct? 

Mr. ELLENDER. Yes, if he can get 
enough credit. 

Mr. SYMINGTON. If he cannot get 
any credit, he will go broke. Is that 
c<>rrect? 

Mr. ELLENDER. That is correct. 
Mr. President, the Senator from North 

Dakota [Mr. YOUNG] desires to follow me 
in my remarks. I have been kept very 
busy answering questions; I requested 
that Senators propound questions as my 
address proceeded, and I am not com• 
plaining. 

<At this point Mr. ELLENDER yielded, 
first to Mr. WILLIAMS, who addressed the 
Senate on the subject of tax delin
quencies, and then to Mr. YOUNG, who 
addressed the Senate on the subject of 
.the agricultural bill. On request of Mr. 
ELLENDER, and by unanimous consent, 
the remarks of Mr. WILLIAMS and Mr. 
YoUNG were ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD at the conclusion of the speech 
of Mr. ELLENDER.) 

. Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, if the 
soil-bank program is not going to put 
extra dollars into the farmers' pockets 
in 1956, then just how does the Secretary 
of Agriculture propose to get agriculture 
out of the depressed state in which we 
now find it? As I have pointed out, the 
Secretary is not offering the farmers 
higher price levels in 1956 as compared 
to 1955. On the contrary, while he talks 
about increasing the farmer's income on 
the one hand, we find him hacking a way 
at price-support levels on the other. 

Wheat, corn, and rice producers have 
already felt the pinch in support prices 
for this year, and no doubt cotton and 
peanuts will be the next to feel the im
pact of lower price supports, unless we 
return to 90 percent price supports as 
the committee has suggested. 

The trouble with the Secretary of Ag
riculture these days is that he is behaving 
like a bull with a red flag waved before 
him. Whenever 90 percent .price sup
ports are mentioned around him, he im
mediately sees red and runs around in 
circles. He has become so obsessed with 
the · idea that 90 percent price supports 
have brought about high production, 

' that he has overlooked the rather obvious 
fact that his own Department of Agri~ 
culture, under the splendid research pro
grams which have been carried on over 
the years, is primarily accountable for 
the .present era of agricultural abun
dance. You can examine the Agricul
ture Department's crop-production rec
nrds, and the one fact stands out that 
for every major crop there has been a 
steady upward swing in yields per acre 
over the years, commencing in the early 
1930's but becoming especially acceler
ated since World War II. 

New varieties, better cultivation meth
ods, more efficient fertilizers, insect- and 
weed-control formula, mechanical har
vesters-these and other 20th century 
innovations have played their part in 
increasing the quantity of food and fiber 
that can now be produced from an acre 
of ground. The record shows that during 
the past 14 years the same number of 
acres planted on our farms have pro
duced 4~ percent more food and fiber. 

The evidence is abundant that, cer
tainly with respect to the basic crops, 
the major portion of today's agricultural 
surpluses have come from increased 
yields per acre and not from increased 
acres devoted to the crops. It is true · 
that during the Korean war,' when our · 
Government was sorely pressed for food 
and fiber and our war planners thought 
that huge quantities of these commodi
ties were needed in reserve to cope with 
the uncertainties of the future, the 
American farmers were urged by the 
President of the United States and by the 
then Secretary of Agriculture, Mr. Bran
nan, to plant and produce to the upmost. 

I read from the President's emergency 
proclamation issued on December 16, 
1950: 

I summon our farmers, our workers in in
dustry, . and our businessmen to make a. 
mighty production effort to meet the defense 
requirements of the Nation and to this end 
to eliminate all waste and inefficiency and to 
subordin?-te all lesser interests to the com
mon good. 

· Farmers were urged at this time to take 
every available acre into cultivation and 
to devote it to cotton, corn, wheat, rice, 
and other crops that, in times of all-out 
war, have become even more necessary 
than guns and airplanes. It was during 
this period, when farmers were doing 
their utmost to comply with the wishes of 
·their Government, and thereby con
tribute to the security and well-being of 
.the Nation, that our surplus problems 
began to aggravate the farm economy. 
It was during this period particularly 
that yields per acre continued to increase 
-phenomenally. Then when the Korean 
-war ended, the Government took steps to 
bring agricultural production back in 
line with demand. The gates of flood
tide production had already been opened 

wide, however, and surpluses were build
ing up. 

Our Nation's mighty agricultural 
plant, which had produced such an 
abundance of products in wartime, could 
not be turned off . overnight. Nor did 
the Government try to turn off over
night its mighty industrial plant. It 
should be remembered that after Korea, 
our Government has continued to spend 
billions to keep our defense plants op
erating, not only to build up our own de
fenses, but also the defenses of our allies 
throughout the world. Our agricultural 
plant was not accorded equal treatment, 
however. Instead of continuing to pro
duce food and fiber products in this 
country in order to supply our allies, our 
Government's policy instead was to en
courage our allies to become self-suffi
cient in food production. We spent mil
lions in that direction over the years. 

Mr. President, we have heard consid
erable debate during the past few years 
about the evils of 90 percent of parity
how high, fixed-support levels were war
time incentives, designed to spur the pro- · 
duction of farm commodities. The in
ference has been that 90 percent of 
parity supports were the equivalent of a 
high price for farm commodities-that 
they were shining goals, sitting atop 
some agricultural mountaintop, toward 
which the farmers of America were to 
strive. 

In view of this, Mr. President, I think 
it is time we looked back a few years and 
examined the precise situation which 
confronted the Congress during World 
War II and the montl}.s immediately pre
ceding Pearl Harbor. 

In May of 1941, when the clouds of 
war hovered over our Nation, the Senate 
and the House bot11. voted separate legis
lation raising the support levels for the 
basic commodities. Now, this was not 
done to increase production, as the de
bate on the bills involved so Pointedly 
demonstrate. Rather, agriculture was 
in the doldrums; farm prices were slug
gish, and our export markets were van
ishing. Wages and corporate profits 
were going up, but there was little rais
ing trend shown in the agricultural econ-
omy of our Nation. · ' 
· Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina.. 
Mr. President, will the Senator yield for 
a question? 

Mr. ELLENDER. I yield. 
Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina. 

Is it not true that the Government itself 
asked that the farmers produce, in or
der that there might be on hand sur
plus commodities in case of a third world 
war? 

Mr. ELLENDER. There is no doubt 
about that. 

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina. Is 
it not also true that during the war cer
tain industries were making war ma
terials, and that the Government paid 
those industries for making the war ma
terials and also paid for a great many 
war materials which the Government 
never even received? The Government 
paid for them because it had contracts 
outstanding, and when companies which 
had been manufacturing war materials 
converted back to manufacturing do
mestic goods, the Government paid those 
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companie_s billions; up_on billions' of dol .. 
lars. 

Mi::. ELI.tENID~ I. may- saiyr to m-y1 
good E:i'end it w~s ex.c:ess oi $4l billion. 

Mr. JOHNSTON oi South. Ca:colina.. 
Mare than $41: biilio was paid to im. .. 
dl:lSt:cies_ tm'Ollg,h0u.t the Natio~. Wha:li 
was: paid tn agri"Culture? 'Ebe omy· co.st 
ta the: Go:v:ermnent i:esulted.. from the 
Commedity Cr.edit Corporati:em.'s. hulVinm 
commodities and selling. them at ~, loss. 
Is: that not. c.m:rect? 
Mr~ ELLENDER. That is t:me. As 

th& record will show and I feel conft
dent it will be brought out duritig this 
debate,, from 1'933 to November of 1955\ 
the loss. on alll the basic· com..nodities 
wh:iich are, the: commo.ditie:r we are dis
cussing;. was less than a hali billion. Q'fil .. 
lars 

Mr. JOHNSTON of Suuth. Cai:olina. 
It my memory serves me correctly,, 1 be
liev.e: Russta. has_ lire.en. sending its citi
zens- to this country; to see how- '\'Ile' a11e 
producing so mucbl.. ls that not cor
recai 

MT: EIJLENDBR. Russi-it. has sent 
delegations to this· conntr.y1, an<il I- hope 
she will continue. to send them. 

Mr . .T0HNS'FON of South Carolina. 
But Russia. is. not producing surpluses, 
so far as food is concerned. 

:Mr. E:rLENDER. That is correct. On 
my visit- to Nf.escow la-st year r sa.w lines 
of peopfe blockS' Ieng waiting t0 lluw
small piece& of' meat. I remember very 
well standing in line to see what wa& g<i1-
ing on. P'ai:It· was selling a.t the e-qu:i:va
lent of' $2.4'0 a pounrll in GUJJ mone~ 
One couidl not buiy boiled. ham for less 
than the equivalent ·of $4 ai pound in our 
money. 

Mr. JOHNSTON ef South C'a110llina. 
If Russia had; the slniplases- we nave to
day in America:, what does the serrator 
think weulti be Russia's- a:ttitude? 
Wouhl net: sr.re~ be a little- mei;e will1ng, 
probabl~. 1le staPt anotfileir- war, 'Deeause 
she had.· thi!>s& sm:pfuses? 
MF~ ELLEJNDER. r disBte maRmg 

such assumptions. r would' fia-1le to say 
such would cause a war, but F am sure 
Russia would be more· willing, proJJably, 
to give the free world trouble than would 
be the- case> if she did notr have the food. 

Ml" .• IOHNSTON' of Soutfl_ Caroiin~. It 
is certainiy true- that ncr rntfton would 
wa·nt to go' tU' war when it dO'es· not have 
any surpluses of the materials she would 
need1 during a. war. 

Mr. ELLENDER. That is corre.ct. 
MT. JOHNSTON of South Carolina. I 

am referring parttcularly to food .. 
M'r. ELLENDER. If I am to judge 

from what 1 saw fn Russia last year, 
there is a severe food shortage. When I 
say food' shortag,e, r mean that,, from 
what I saw,, I do. not belie:v.e Russia. fias 
enough food' stored up to wage war fG>r 
verylong. I may be in error about that, 
but that_ is the judgment I have ta off er., 
after spending- only 10: days in that 
country. r talked' to qµite a few people. 
I visitett many of their farms. In many 
places production an some fa.mis_ had 
been far below par: 

Mr. JOHNSTON 6f South Carolina. 
So it coul'.d be that. the surpluses in 
wheat, oats, and corn, as well as cotton, 

which is' one of the- materials we have-ta 
llave in. time.of:. war may be a. blessing in 
disguise. 

Mr ELLENDER.. I dO' not doubtr that-• . 
Mr. ::eresident~ the May 19.4:1 amend:

ment tu the A-gnieultural Ad,Lustme.n t Act 
which· increasedi support levels to 8:5· per
cent of parity' for· the basic crops,, was 
designeci.'not to stimula:te·productien, but 
to attempt te infUBe into the agr1culturru1 
economy o.f: our Nation just a little-of the 
prosperity which other segmeniti~ptin
cipally labor· and industry ........ were e:x:
periencing~ 

In this_ conne·ctien., let me. read. from 
some of the debate in the !Wuse-ot Rep
resent;a,tives, on the conference report on 
this legiala ti'on .. 

Mr. H'OP:& is a. very prominent.Member 
of the House. He is the ranking_ Re
publicam member of the Committee, on 
.Agniculture of. the- Hause of Representai
tive&. He is a very able Member o:f €on• 
gress, and'. has senv.ed his yeuple well and· 
for a long time; This is what Mr:~ HoPE 
stated back in 19-til! when 8.5 p_ei:cent: ot 
parity price &upp0rts on b.asies were. 
placed on the statute books. As. the: 
record will show, this was done first Sin.d 
foremost, to bring farmers up to- the 
point whera they c:euld obtain a little 
mor.e income-, inc0me in line with that 
bein~ receiv:ec:t by. atheJ.i segments oft ffill! 
econo~ 

By the same token, tf.lat is what we are 
doing here' in aski'nw the Senate, to llein
state 90 percent of parity pi:ice-supports. 
Th.e. pm:pose_ is· merel~ to give- the.. farm
ers ef the United States. immedi.Q.te in
come nelie~-

Thts i:s' what Representative' HOPE' had 
tCJI say:-

r woufcf c.ertafnl'y not want. to be under
sto.od as urging= that. roans as nigh as· 8.5 per
cent of parity were a permanent sol'ution of 
the agricultural probfem. r think, as far as 
cot.ton in narticurar is concei:ned, such would 
be a ruinous pol'fcy to foITuw over a. long- pe
riod; rmt I belleNe that for this, year., wftll the· 
emergency that fs staring agrfculture in. the 
face-

Mind you, M:r. Presi'Clent,. that waS' in 
May- !94'1', a few months- preceding Pearl 
Harbor, w.htcfl occurred in December of 
that year-
'With. our expor.t. maz:kets at least temporai:ily 
g_one for cotton and wheat, this. pz:ovisfon of
fer1> the best' method that we. can devise to 
give the farmer an oppovtunity to secure a 
price~ whi'cfi w.iH b:e :tau·r~ commensurate with 
the p:uice. of th.a things. he.. has to bu.y: 

Tllis report, 1I adopted, w.Ul likely ma'k_e 
unnecessary the' acc.eptauce: of the Rllsseli 
amendment, w.hich increases the amount 
appropriated for. parity payments. this, year 
by $150 million and' also increases the amount 
appropriated for narity payments next ye-ar 
from $212 miUion, a1> provided ill> the H-ouse 
bill, to.$300 million. 

Reyr.esentatrv.e. F't:ILMER, one. of the 
House cQnfere~ an the. biU, said: 

The other ame:ndmen t increases. the- 75..
percent loan as_ c.arded in the. House. bill to an 
Bo-percent Toan. Tfils loan. is for 1 ;:ear to 
take care· of this- year'S' crop. There rs an 
amendment on' the appropriation bill known 
as the Russell amendment increasing amount 
for-parity paymentg..fu"om..$2m million. to $4150 
millionL which would be helpfuL to increase 
parity payments which would increase_ pur
chasfng and debt-paying power of farmers. 
We realized the opposition to this amend· 

nrent. and therefore agreedt upon the 85 ... per ... 
c_e.nt lo.an so, as. to gt.ire to f.armei:a that which 
they are ciearfy entftfed to, especially so be
cause' of the"' high prices- they have to pay- for 
e.vevything· the-Y' have- tr0 buy a.t this time>. 
AB' a. Imlltiteir of' fact; fru:m.ers a:ce no1l:. getting 
any aQJ.tanta.ge. or help fr.om. th.e defense, pro
gram in line with other grou12s-. andJ 'bhe- as
sur.ance of. these. prices. v.till enable theIIL to 
'pay these advanced prices on wllat they lia~e 
ta buy; 

Thus, Mr. Pi:es-ideRt 85 percent o~ 
parity in the May 1:941 amendment to 
the. .Agriculturail Adjustment Act, as 
amended, re:@JJesen.ted ar,i attempt' then 
to achiave much the_ same. goals, price
wise; as tbe ones the bill' of the Senate 
Committee: on Agl?iautture· and Forcestry 
todaY' attempt& to. ae-b.ie:ve. Its ~urpose 
was~ not tQ stimulatec pxoduction.- buti to: 
r011se'farm income amfpermitthe fa-rmer 
to sfiare> in the wrertime boom of the 
early 19<tCl's-. 

Mr_ PvesiElenf!, tha stolly d-0es, not. end 
heITe. Ilil! J,ul~ of 194'1 the Steagall 
amendment, which provided price sup
port at; 85 percent' o:f.i parity for- the ne:a
basie> c0mnrocditie&, wM adept·ed'. 

The a;ct of' JU.Ty 1,., 1'94'1, whicfi contains 
the so-called Steagall amendment, in
creased the b_arrowing authority; of the 
Cemm0d~ C:redit, C.orpo:ratibn, and it 
a.Isa Wied. tbesupport.le:¥el for. both basic 
and n.onbasiC' eommeclities a;t 85, l'ercent 
ef' paJ!ity: Mr. President; the language 
of ta~ Steagall am-em:iment is tnis: 

SEC. 4. (a.} Whenever during the existing 
emergency the Secretary or- Agricurture finds 
it necessary to encourage the expansion of 
production of' any nonllasic agricuitural 
commodity, he sha'll: make public announce
ment thereof' and' he" shall so ·use the funds 
made RVailabre under section 3 of this act 
or otherwise made a:.vail'abl'e to rum for the. 
disposar of agricurturar commodltfe.s,. through 
a commodit~ loan. purchase, or other oper'
ation, taking into account the total funds 
available fur · such. purpose_ fur all commodi
ties:, so as tO' support a price.for the J;Jroducers 
of any, sucfl: commodity- with respect- to 
whfch sucfi anrrouncement was macfe of" not 
less than 85 nercent of 1ft'le parity or com
parable price 1iherefo~ Th'e" com:gara>ble 
pdce for any such.commodity-shall be deter
mined and mied by the Secretary tor the 
pur:gose.s of. this se.ction i'.t the :groductfon or 
consumption of such commodity has so 
changed in extent.or character since the bas.e 
period: as to result; in a price out of line 
wi'th parity priees, far basic commodities. 
Any such commodity loan. purchase, or other 
operation which is. undertaken sl:lail be con
tinued until tne secretary has given suffi.
cient puhlic anmmncement to permit the 
producers or such commodit.N to make. a r.e
adjustment fn the production of the. com.
modity._ For th-e purposes of this section. 
commodities other than cotton, coi:n, w.heat, 
tobacco, and rice shall he. deemed. ta be non,. 
basic, commodities... · 

Note well, Mr. President, that this Tan
guage was confined to the nonbasic com
moditi.es; and its. purpose was to assure 
praclucers. of nonbasics1 who complied 
with any production encouJ:1agement 
initiated by the Secretary of Agricultur~ 
that they wnuld not wake. up s.ome_m01m
ing and find themselves. with no. need 
fbr their productibn; it wa.s assurance 
to the pr.oducers of perishables that 
.should w.artime. demanct suddenly ter
minate, they wo11ld not have to sell on a 
bottomless marR:et. The incentive of 
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the Steagall amendment was the knowl
edge that farmers would have assurance 
that if they did heed the cries of our 
Government to increase production, they 
would not find themselves in the same. 
fix the farmers were in at the end of 
World War I. 

If further evidence is required in or-. 
der for us to discern the true purpose of 
this legislation, let us turn to the ·state
ment of none other than Representative 
Steagall himself, when he presented his 
committee's bill to the House of Repre
sentatives. Mr. Steagall said: · 

Congress has enacted labor laws which fix 
minimum wages for most employees of the 
Nation. We just recently ·passed laws which 
will permit industrial plants handling de
fense contracts to amortize their invest
ments for new construction over a shorter, 
period and in that way we have almost guar
anteed theni a profit on defense contracts. 
We have given industr.y the tariff, we fix 
minimum freight rates, and so forth, so that 
the income of practically every segment of 
our population is governmentally protected 
in one way or the other by law. But we are 
just now getting around to assuring some
thing nearer reasonable minimum prices and 
minimum income for farmers. 

The indexes of the Bureau of Agricultural 
Economics on April 30 showed that general 
farm prices stood at 110 in relation to the 
so-called base period of 1909-14, but the 
price of things the farmer buys has increased 
to a ratio of 129. Thus, even with the · in
crease in farm prices and income, farm prices 
are still 15 percent below a parity with the 
prices of things the farmer must buy to carry 
on his business. . 

The loan provisions which the Congress 
has included in the agricultural legislation 
represent an attempt and promise to give the 
farmer a guaranty of at least a reasonable 
minimum return for his crop. Even with 
loans at 85 percent of parity for the major 
crops, the farmer is still far behind the 
parade when it comes to equality of income. 

Last year the Congress increased the bor
rowing power of Commodity Credit Corpora
tion by $500 million, and I think those who 
have studied the matter will agree with this 
power to lend funds on the 1940 crops lit
erally saved cotton, tobacco, and wheat farm
ers from· disaster in the pas~ year. Last 
summer crops were going to harvest and the 
world markets, which normally absorb 40 
percent or more of our cotton, 50 percent of 
our flue-cured and dark-fired tobacco, and 
from 15 to 20 percent of our wheat crop, 
were almost completely closed. Farmers 
could not have sold their crops last fall at 
any reasonable price save for the fact that 
the Department of Agriculture, through 
Commodity Credit c;:orporation; placed a. bot
tom under the markets by making nonre
oourse loans available. The wheat and corn 
and cotton dammed back by lack of exports 
flowed into the loan and the income of farm
ers was maintained. Due to the large ac
cumulation of these products in the loan, 
however, it took nearly all of the borrowing 
power · to meet · the needs of the current 
year. 

Mr. Chairman, this bi11 will simply enable 
the Commodity Credit Corporation to con.;. 
tinue its functions of stabilizing prices on 
basic crops ·and will provide the necessary 
funds to do the job. · 

Now, Mr. President, let us turn to the 
first time in our history when the Con
gress voted mandatory 90-percent-of
parity price supports :for the basic com.:. 
modities. It is important to note that 
this legislation is not f otind in a general 

farm bill, but· in the stabilizatfon Act 
of 1942. This legislation -was an out
growth of a special message sent to the 
Congress by President Roosevelt on Sep
tember 7, 1942. He cited increased living 
costs and outlined the dangers of run
away infiation. He reviewed the earlier 
emergency legislation enacted by , the 
Congress to control prices and wages, but 
he pointed to two gaps in this anti
inflationary dike. They were: Failure 
of the Congress to tax heavily in order to 
keep the costs of living from spiraling 
upward, and the failure of Congress to. 
stabilize the prices received by growers 
for the products of their lands. 

In the autumn of 1941, the concern 
of our President with respect to agricul
ture was directed not at assuring our 
farmers a fair share of national pros
perity, but controlling the contantly in
creasing prices they were receiving. The 
President stated that farmers were the 
beneficiaries of unfair privilege. He 
pointed out that some farm prices had 
shot up to 150 percent of parity, and he 
called for ceilings on farm products, to 
be placed at or about 100 percent of 
parity. 

At the same time, he called for price 
'floors. · This is what he said: 

As a part of our general program on farm 
prices, I recommend that Congress in d\le 
time give consideration to the advisability 
of legislation which would place a floor un
der prices of farm products, in order to 
maintain stability in the farm market for 
a reasonable future time. In 6ther words, 
we should find a practicable method which 
will not only enable us to place a reason
able ceiling or maximum price upon farm 
products but which will enable us also to 
guarantee to the farmer that he would re
ceive a fair minimum price for his product 
for 1 year or even 2 years, or whatever 
period is necessary after the end of the 
war. Every farmer remembers what hap
pened to his prices after the last war. We 
can, I am sure, if we act promptly and wise
ly, stabilize the farmers' economy so that 
the postwar disaster of 1920 will not over
take him again. 

. This, Mr, President, the Congress did. 
It gave the Nation's price stabilizer pow
er to clamp price ceilings on farm prices 
which exceeded 100 percent of parity to 
the producer, subject to an "escape 
clause" with respect to some commodi
ties. At the same time, it voted 90 per
cent of parity price supports-not as 
a present price incentive, but as a 
guaranty that farmers who heeded their 
Government's cry to produce more food 
and to produce more fiber, would not find 
themselves at ·some future date with ~n 
abundance of production and a dearth 
of markets. 

The cl_a~m of those who proclaim that 
90 percent of parity for the bastes was 
a wartime price stimulus is in error. 
Ninety percent of parity came into our 
agricultural picture as the result of two 
separate and distinct objectives. The 
first of these was to assure our agricul
ture a rightful share of increasing na• 
tional prosperity; the second was to· as:. 
sure the American farmer that spotlld. he 
jncrease his production, as his Govern
ment requested, he · would be · insured 
against a repetition of the farm depres
sion of the 1920's. 

·Mr. President, I shall not .delay the 
Senate by reciting all of the mechanisms: 
by which our Government has come to 
the aid of business, labor, and other seg
ments of our economy. I presented all 
these facts to the Senate in 1954, when 
we debated this very same issue of 90 
percent price supports on the basic com
modities, as opposed to a flexible· price· 
support program. At that time the ma
jority of the Senate voted against 90 
percent price supports, and I predicted 
that within a year or two, when the 
Benson flexible price support program 
had fully flexed, our farmers would be 
faced with distressingly lower incomes. 
During the extensive field hearings our 
committee conducted. throughout the 
United States last fall we found ample 
evidence that my prophecy has been 
fulfilled. Everywhere we went, farmers 
begged for help. They asked us to . do 
something to relieve their situation im
mediately. Most of them stated that 
they could not withstand another year 
of depressive pri~es similar to those of 
1955. Yet, here we are faced today with 
r..n administration farm program that 
not only calls for a continuation of the 
disastrous farm prices that existed. in 
1955, but contemplates even lower prices 
in 1956. 

To be frank, Mr. President, I could not 
in good conscience support the Secre
tary of Agriculture's farm program and 
still look the f arm.ers of America straight 
in the face. 

I repeat, there is nothing in Mr. Ben~ 
son's program that will give the farm
ers any immediate relief in 1956. The 
soil bank is a more or less long-range 
program, which gives hope of ridding 
ourselves of burdensome surpluses in 2, 
3, or perhaps 4 years, but there is no 
prospect of relief in 1956. On the other 
hand, the program which the majority 
of the Committee has recommended, a 
program calling for 90-percent price 
supports on the basic commodities, plus 
inauguration of the soil bank program, 
will, I believe, afford relief and a pos
sible solution to the problem. It will 
give our farm economy the shot in the 
arm that is so urgently needed, and it 
will give that shot in the arm today, and 
not at some time in the distant future. 
It will breathe new life into agriculture 
at a time when the economic li!e blood 
of the farmer is fast ebbing away. Con
trary to Mr. Benson's views, 90-percent 
price supports on the basic commodities 
would not bring about increased produc
tion of those commodities. · It would not 
stimulate production of the basics be
cause, . as Mr. Benson well knows, he has 
in his hands all the tools he needs with 
which to control production of the 
the basics. He has already called for 
acreage allotments during 1956 on all of 
the basic crops. Irrespective of whether 
we have 75-percent price supports or 
90-percent price supports for the basics 
in 1956, practically every acre that it 
allocated to farmers for planting of these 
croPS in.195,6 will actually be planted to 
them. Therefore, when Mr. Benson says 
tha~ the 90-percen.t p~rity support f ea
ture of the committee bill would stimu
late production, the Secretary is in et-
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f ect stating either that he is incapable 
of carrying out the wishes of the Con
gress in administering this farm pro
gram, or that he is unwilling to carry out 
the wishes of the Congress. 

In any event, Mr. President, I say with 
all sincerity that if the Congress will 
adopt the program which the Senate 
Committee on ·Agriculture and Forestry 
has recommended~a program embracing 
both the soil bank provisions and the 
90-percent parity support provision_:_ 
and if . the President will sign the bill 
and let it · become law; ·and if, in addi
tion, he will place the administration of 
the law in the hands of one who will 
earnestly arid conscientiously try_ to 
make the ·program work, we can once 
more lead·· American agriculture back to 
a p'rosP.erous state. 
· Mr. President at this point .in my re
marks I ask unanimous con8ent to have 
printed in the RECORD excerpts from the 
report of the committ¢e on the pending 
bill, which excerpts explain the various 
sections of 'the bill. . I had intended to 
do that,. but during the course · of the 
debate, we have covered practically every 
subject, with the exception perhaps of 
the two-price plan for rice, and I am 
sure that wilt be fully discussed later. , 

Furthermore, I believe several Sena
tors desire to speak at this time. There
fore I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the reques.t of the Senator 
from Louisiana to have certain excerpts 
printed in the .RECORD? 

There being no objection, the excerpts 
from the repart <No. 1484) were ordered 
to }?e printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

This bill provides for immediate assist:. 
ance to farmers in the form of increased 
support prices; reduced production of ' sur
plus commodities and increased soil, water, 
wildlife, and forest conservation through 
acreage res·erve and conservation reserve pro
grams; . increased. disposal or removal of sur
plus commodities; needed changes in mar
keting quota and allotment legislation; a 
twa-price plan· for rice; assistance to· ·States 
for tree planting and reforestation; and 
price reporting and research on forest pred
ucts. 

TITLE 1-PRICE SUPPORT 

Section 101. Basic ~ommodities except wheat 
Section 101 provides for price support for 

the basic commodities, except wheat, at 90 
percent of parity for the 1956 and 1957 crops. 
This would apply principally to cotton, corn, 
and· peanuts since (1) the provisions con
tained in title V of . the bill, if approved, 
would supersede this. section with respect 
to rice; and (2) tobacco is required by ex
isting law to be supported at 90 percent of 
parity whenever marketing quotas . are in 
etre'ct. · Cotton, corn, peanuts, and rice are 
required under existing law to be supported 
at between 75 and 90 percent of parity. The 
support prices for rice and corn of the 1956 
crop have been announced at $4.04 per 
hundredweight for rice (75 percent of parity) 
and $1.4-0 per b~shel for corn ( 81 percent of 
parity). Price support levels for the 1956 
crops of cotton ·and peanuts have not yet been 
announced. The minimum support level 
provided by this section for cotton, rice, corn, 
and peanuts (on the basis of January 15 
data) is shown in the last column of the 
following table: 

TABLE 1.-Support pric~s on b.asis of va~ious support levels and various parity prices: 
. Cotton, rice, corn, and peanuts as of Jan.-15, 1956 

• 

Commodity 

(1) ' -

Unit 

(2) 

Effective 
parity 
price 

Jan. 15, 
1956 

(3) 

75 per- 90 per-
cent of cent of 

effective effective 
parity parity 

(4) (5) 

Parity 
price pre
scribed 
by sec. 

106 of S. 
3183 

(6) 

90 per- · 
cent of 
parity 

priee pre
scribed 
by sec. 

106 of S. 
3183 

. (7) 

--·-------------1·--------1---------------1----
Cotton, upland------------------------- Pounds---·-···--- 1 $0. 3484 
Rice---------------~--------- ··---------- Hundredweight ___ . 1 5. 42 

$0. 2631 
4.04 

$0. 3136 
4.88 

$0. 3522 
5.42 

$0. 3170 
4.88 

~~~~uts_-::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~~~~:~:::::::::: -: ~: rn9 1. 30 
.0968 

1. 56 
.116 

1. 82 
.136 

1. 64 
. • 122 

1 New formula parity price. · 
1_2 Transitional 95 percent of old. · 

S.ectio.n 102. WO.eat 

Section 102 provides price support for 
milling quality wheat at _ 90 percent of 

ties. This section would be applicable only 
to the 1956 and ·1957 crops. 

The announced support price for wheat 
of the ,1956 crop · is $1.81 per bushel ( 76 per
cent of parity). On the basis of January 15 
data and the parity formula provided by 
section 106, 90 percent of parity would be 
$2.26 per bushel. 

Under this section, a national averag~ _ sup
port level representing 90 percent ·of . the · 
parity price for wheat, would be established 
aiici, after the adjustments for location, 
grade, quality, and other factors called .for 
by section 403 of the Agricultural Act o:f 1949, 
this would be applied to milling quality 
wheat. The support level for other wheat 
would be established at a price for ·each · 
county which. represents its feed value rela- · 
tionship to corn. The feeding value of wheat 
to corn (pound for pound) based Ol}. USDA 
cirQUlar No. 83'6 is 105: . 

On August 12, 1955, it announced that un
der the 1956 wheat price-support program 
23 designated undesirable varieties would be 
discounted 20 cents per bushel in addition 
to any other discounts, and that protein 
premiums would not be applicable to these 
varieties. Following is a listing of the des
ignated undesirable varieties, by classes and 
the States in which they are designated: 

HARD RED WINTER 

Purkof: Indiana, ~ichigan. .. 
Red Chief: Illinois, Iowa, Missouri, South 

Dakota, Nebraska, Kansas, Oklahoma., Texas, 
Montana, Wyoming, Colorado, New Mexico. 

Red Jacket: Illinois, Nebraska, Kansas, 
Oklahoma, Texas, Colorado, New ·Mexico. 
- Kan.king: Missouri, Kansas, Oklahoma, 
Texas, Nebraska. 

Kan queen: Missouri, Colorado. 
Chiefkan: Nebraska, Kallilas, Oklahoma, 

Texas, Montana, Colorado, New Mexico. 
Stafford: Nebraska, Kansas. · 
Early Pawnee ( Sel. 33) : Kansas. 
Early Blackhull: Kansas, Oklahoma, Texas, 

Montana, Colorado. 
New Chief: · Kansas, Oklahoma, Texas, 

Colorado, New Mexico. 
Yoga: Kansas, Oklahoma, Texas. 

SOFT RED WINTER 

Kawvale: Indiana, Illinois, Missouri, Kan
sas, Nebraska." 

HARD RED SPRING 

Henry: Michigan, · Minnesota, North Da-
kota, South Dakota, Montana. 

Sturgeon: Wisconsin. 
Progress: Wisconsin. 
Spinkcota: Minnesota, North Dakota, 

South D~kota. 
Premier: Montana, North Dakota. 

WHITE 

Rex: Idaho, Washington, Oregon. 
Sonora: California. 
Galgalos: Nebraska. 

DURUM 

Golden -Ball: Minnesota, North Dakota, 
South Dakota,. Montana. 

Peliss: North Dakota, Montana. 
Pentad·: North Dakota. 
The August 12 announcement contem

plated that a producer certification plan 
would be used. Each producer app,lying fo+ 

. price support in States with any of the 
listed undesirable varieties would be re
quired to certify (1) that the wheat he 
harvested was not of the undesirable va
rieties listed. 'for his State, or (2) that the 
wheat he harvested was from one or more 
of the undesirable varities but none of such 
wheat was being tendered for price sup
port, or (3) that the wheat on which he 
requested price support contained . wheat of 

· an undesirabl~ variety listed for his State 
and such wheat was identified by variety, 
and bin number (if farm stored) or ware-
house receipt number. · ' 

It was estimated that the total 1954 pro
duction of the 23 varieties listed 'as undesir
able by-the Department in its announcement 
of August 12, 1955, amounted to 31 million 
bushels, as ·co~pared wit4 the total 1954 
crop of 985 million bushels. 

Section. 103., Cottonseed and soyb(?aris 
Section 103 provides that whenever the 

-parity and supp9rt for other wheat at such 
levels as will preserve its competitive rela
tionship with corn on the basis of respective 
feed val.ues, the average support price for all 
wheat to be not ." less than 75 per.cent of 
parity, Milling quality wheat- would be · 
wheat produced ·in any area from seed of a 
variety which· in' such area _normally pro
duces wheat of a quality desired for milling 
purposes. Wheat of the 1956 prop is deemed 
to be milling quality unless of a variety des
ignated as undesirable by the Secretary of 
Agricul tur.e prio! to the -tim~ · su~h wheat is 
planted. Ip . detel','mining mtlling quality 
wheat, the Secre;tary would consult with a 
committee on which there will be 3 repre
sentatives froni each ·of .the prlllciP,al wheat
producing areas, of whom 1 would be a 
wheat farmer, 1 a wheat miller, and 1 a per
son experienced in research· ~zi ~wheat vari_e-

The Department has ·had some experience 
ln preparing a program of t~e type contem
plated ·by this section. 

. price of either cottonse.ed or soybeans is su~
ported, the price of the other shall be sup
ported at such level as will cause them to 
compete on equal terms on the ll,larket. The 
oil and ·meal produced from cottonseed and 
soybeans generally compete for the same 
markets, both in the United States and 
abroad. , The .purpose of this provision is to 
assure . that .. the support .levels established 
for the two commodities will not result in 
one being withdrawn into Government ·store, 

: while the other takes over the market. 
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· Support prices tor the 1951-56 crops or 
cottonseed and soybeans were as follows: 

TABLE 2 

Cottonseed & ybeans 

Crop Support Support Percent price Percent price of (per of parity (per parity ton) 1 bushel) 
---------

195L •• -------- $63. 90 90 $2. 45 90 1952 ____________ 66. 70 90 2. 56 90 
1953 ______ _. _____ 54. 20 75 2. 56 90 1954 ____________ 54.00 75 2.22 80 1955 ____________ 46. 00 65 2. 04 70 1956 ____________ 48.00 70 2.15 75 

1 Loan rate basis grade (100). 

Section 104. Cotton 
Section 104 repeals the special provision 

of law designating Middling %-inch cotton 
as the standard grade and staple of par.ity 
calculations and price support and would re
sult in the average grade and staple being 
utilized for such purposes as in the case of 
other commodities. This change for cotton 
would aid in establishing more realistic dif
ferentials under the support program and 
would · result in slightly lower support prices 
than would result from using Middling % 
as the standard grade and staple, since Mid
dling % is below the actual average grade 
and staple. The amount they would be 
lower would depend on the particular sched:
ule of premiums and discounts ·used in the 
calculations. If the 1955 loan schedule were 
used, support prices would be 1.36 cents per 
pound lower if base.d on average grade and 
staple than they would be if based on Mid
dling %· The average quality of the cotton 
produc~d in 1954 was as follows: Grade 95.4 
(Middling white equals 100) and staple 
lengths 33.2 thirty-seconds of an inch. 
Through January ~5, 1956, the 1955 crop was 
as follows: Grade 9;3.4 and staple length 32.6 
thirty-seconds. 

Section 105. Dairy products 
Section 105 provides .price support for 

whole milk, butterfat, and the products of 
such commodities at not less than 80 percent 
nor more tl:Ian 90 percent of parity, and pro
vides for using a parity equivalent for manu
facturing milk based on the 30-month pe
riod July 1946 to December 1948, both in
clusive (the period originally used in com
puting the parity equivalent). On the ~asis 
of data now available, this would result in a 
parity equivalent of 88 percent of the parity 
price for au milk sold wholesale by farmers, 
instead of 83.3 percent {ts now results from 
using the most recent 10-year period. 

The effect of this sectien on support prices 
is mustrated by the foUo_wing tables: 
TABLE 3.-Minimum and maximum support 

prices of manufacturing milk 
(a) Under present method: 

Parity for all milk per hundred-
weight: Jan. 15, 1956 ________ $4. 61 

Parity equivalent price of man
ufacturing milk: 

83.3 percent of parity for all milk l_____________________ 3. 84 . 

Maximum support 90 percent_ 3. 46 
Minimum support 75 percent_ 2. 88 

1 July 1946-December 1955 average rela
tionship between prices of manufacturing 
milk and all milk wholesale (revised series). 
( b) Under sec. 105: 

Parity for all milk_____________ 4. 61 
Parity equivalent of manufac-

turing milk: 
88 percent of all milk 2_______ 4. 06 
Maximum support 90 percent. 3. 65 
Minimum support 80 percent. 3. 2.5 

•July 1946-=-December 1948 · average· rela- · 
tionship between prices of manufacturing 
milk and all milk wholesale (revised series). 

NoTE.-Present support price or $3.15" is 
80 percent of the parity equivalent price or 
manufacturing milk as of Apr. 1, 1955, the 
beginning of the current marketi.Jlg year, 
but is ~2 percent of the parity equivalent 
price as of January 1956. 

TABLE 4.-Minimum and maxi mum support 
prices of butterfat 

Cents per 
(a) Under present method: pound 

Parity price, Jan. 15, 1956 _______ 71. 9 
Maximum support 90 percent. 64. 7 
Minimum support 75 percent. 53. 9 

(b) Under sec. 105: 
Parity price, Jan. 15, 1956 _______ 71. 9 

Maximum support 90 percent_ 64. 7 
Minimum support 80 percent. 57. 5 

NoTE.-Present support price of 56.2 cents 
per pound is 76 percent of parity as of Apr. 1, 
1955, the beginning of the current marketing 
year, but is 78 percent of the parity price as 
of January 1956. 

The parity equivalents which bave "been 
used heretofore and the periods for which 
they were applicable are set out in the fol
lowing table: 

TABLE 5.-Parity equivalent 
Period: Percent 

January 1949-March 1954 ___________ 88. 5 
April-December 1954 _______________ 84. 1 
January-December 1955 ___________ .:. 83. 7 
January-December 1956 ___ :_ ________ 83. 3 

The method currently used in computing 
and applying the parity equivalent is de-
scribed as follows: · 
METHOD CURRENTLY USED TO COMPU'l'..E AND 

APPLY THE PARITY EQUIVALENT FOR MANU"• 
FACTUF.ING MILK 

Current procedure for computing the par
ity equivalent for manufacturing milk as 
approved by the Secretary of Agriculture 
provides that (1) the parit y equivalent for 
manufacturing milk shall be determined on 
the basis of the relation of (a) the average 
price received by farmers for all milk .sold 
at wholesale to plants and dealers for the 
period July 1946 through the December pre
ceding the date of computation to (b) the 
average price paid f. o. b. plant by processors 
for all milk sold by farmers for use in pro
duction of American cheese, evaporated milk, 
and butter and byproducts during the same 
period; (2) data for each year are to be added 
annually until 10 full calendar- years are 
included in the comparison; (3) thereafter 
the parity equivalent during &ny calendar 
year will be determined on the basis of the 
relation between the averages of the respec
tive series for the 10 calendar ·years inimedi
ately preceding. 

The factor to be used during a particular 
calendar year is computed in January of 

that year using price· data available at the 
.date of computation. The factor to be used 
during 1956 1s 83.3 percent, which compares 
with 83.7 percent, the factor used during 
1955; The parity price for au milk whole
sale, $4.61 per hundredweight on January 15, 
1956, multiplied by 83.3 percent, results in 
$3.84 per hundredweight, the parity equiva
lent for milk for manufacture for January 
15, 1956. This parity equivalent applies to 
the national average price fer all milk of 
average butterfat content used for the prin
cipal manufacturing purposes calculated on 
an annual basis. It should be noted that 
the parity equivalent for . milk for · manu
facturing .is not in itself a parity price but 
is rather an administrative determination of 
an operating differential which is subject 
to revision as additional data become avail- · 
able or as experience indicates that the same 
purpose might better be achieved by calcu:
lating and applying revised differentials. 

_Section 106. Parity formula 
Section 106 would r~quire the Secretary. in 

the case of the basic commodities to use the 
old parity price or the moderni~ed parity, 
whichever is higher. This section also directs 
the Secretary to make a thorough study of 
possible methods of 1mproving the parity 
formula and report thereon within. 6 months 
after enactment of the act. 

A brief description of "old,0' "new," and 
"t:i:ansitional" parity prices, and : a table 
illustrating the effe~t of this section, is set 
out below: · 

1. Old parity prices are calculated by multi
plying base-period 'prices by a parity index. 
In the case of the basic commodities,. except 
tobacco, the base period is August 1909 to 
July 1914. Hence, the base-period prices· for 
the individual commodities are the average 
prices received by farmers for those com
modities during that period. The parity 
i_ndex is the unrevised index of prices paid 
by farmers, including interest and. taxes. 

2. Transitional parity prices are the old 
parity prices decreased .by .5 percent for each 
calendar year since 1955 in the c'se of basic 
commodities and 5 percent for each calendar 
year since 1949 in the case of nonbasic com
modities. For 1956 transitional .parity prices 
are 95 percent of old parity prices for basic 
commodities and 65 percent of old parity 
prices for nonbasic commodities. 

3. New parity prices are computed in much 
the same manner as old parity prices, using 
the parity index based on 1910-14, but the 
pattern of price - reJationships among the 
various. commodities that existed in the im- · 
mediately preceding 10 calendar years is used 
to determine the pattern of relationships 
among the parity. prices of the individual 
commodities. · 

TABLE 6.-New, old, or transitional and effective par ity prices for selected b~sic and 11-onbasic 
commoditi es, Jan. 15, 1956 . . 

Commodity 

Basic commodities: 

Unit 
N ew 

parity 
price 

Corn___ ___ ____ ________ ______________ Bushel____________ $1. 64 
Cotton, American upland__________ _ Pound____________ . 3484 
Wheat __ ____________________________ Bushel.___________ 2.19 
Rice. ------------------------------- Hundi:edweight... 5. 42 
Tobacco: . 

. Flue-cured, types 11-14--------- Pound. __________ _ 

Pea:tft~~:~_::~~-:~::::::::::::::::: :_:::~~g::::::::::::: 
.534 
.520 
.114 

Old 
parity 
price 

Transi- Parity 
tional Effective price pre-
parity parity scribed by 
price 1 price 2 se~: ~~~3or 

$1. 82 . $1. 73 • $1. 73 
.3484 

2.38 
5.42 

. $1. 82 
.3522 

2. 51 
5.42 

2: ~~22 ---2:38---
5.14 

.522 

: rg~ ---·:129·· 
.534 
.520 
.129 

.534 

.520 

.136 

1 Transit ional parity is not shown where the riew parity price is the effective parity price. Transitional parity 
price in..lll56 was 95 percent of the old parity price. - .. . · 

2 The effective parity pr;ce is the new parity price or the.tral!Sitional parity price, whichever is higher. 

TITLE Il-=8on. BANK ACT· ACREAGE RESERVE PROGRAM 

Title II of the bill provides for a soil-bank Sections 203-206 authorize atl.d direct the 
program composed -of"two parts: (1) An acre- Secretary to ·compensate · pro~ucers for ·voI
age reserve program; and (2) a conservation untarily reducing their 1956, 1957, 1958, and -
reserve program. · 1959 crops of wheat, cotton, corn, rice, flue-
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cured tobacco, burley tobacco, and cigar- Participation in the acreage reserve pr~:- :: ~~~11~~lng; and 
binder tobacco. types 51• 52• 54, and 55, be- gram by a producer would not reduce bis . h d d 

t t d tas 7. Fencing the seeding area w ere nee e . low their acreage allotments. cotton would future acreage allo mens an quo . . 
For trees these factors would include, but include American upland cotton and extra- CONSERVATION RESERVE PROGRAM not be limited to-- . 

long-staple cotton. To be eligible for such Sections 207-214 provide for a conserve.- 1. Land preparation (including summer-
compensation the producer is required to re- tion reserve program. In carrying out th~ fallowing), if needed; 
duce his acreage of the commodity be_low_ his ti e erve program the Secretary d 

conserva on .r s . • . 2. Tree seedlings, seed, cuttings, an farm acreage allotment within such llmits as would be authoriz~d to enter into long-term shrubs; 
the Secretary may prescribe, to specifically contracts under which producers would agree ( h 
designate such acreage, and not to harvest to devote to conse,rving uses a spec:ifically 3. Cultivation following planting w ere 
any crop from or graze the reserve acreage designated acreage of land on the farm needed); and th'e . 
unless the Secretary, after certification by regularly used in the production of .. crops 4. Fencing planted area (where 
the governor of the State, determines that it (including crops such as tame hay·,. alfalfa, needed). 
is necessary to permit grazing to alleVi!j.te and clovers, which do no.t require ann~al In a similar way, direct . and significant 
hardship caused by severe drought,..fiood, or ' tma'ge)-. . The--Secretary would, however., ha-ve factors bf cost could be shared in connection 
other natural disaster. It ' ls anticipated· by - discretion iri determining· the type of land with the establishing and 'maintaining of 
the committee that, beginning w,ith the. 1957 to be designa'ted' in connection with partic_- · water storage facillties and other soil, water, 
crop,_ the p.rogram would require the producer · ular contracts, and in making· such deter- wildlife, or fore~t co~servii:g us~s . . 
to unQ,erplant his acreage. It· i~ . rec?gnized mination he could consider the needs -of the Advertising and. bid procedures could be 
that -in 19q6," particularly in · wmter wheat various crop:. producing regions of the · · used in determining the lands in any area 
areas, unless proaucers are permitted to a~- country. . . _ : . . · . to ·be covered by the contracts; 
·just acreage already planted, s_om~ producers .- section 207 ~ets forth certain matters that The se·cretary· could not terminate a con-
would not be able to participate Ill the pro- ate to be covered in SUCh: contracts. -p'n_~el:° tract unless he determined that the nature 
gram during 1956. The Secretary is directed the contract, th·e. producer .wo\11~ be_ req~_ired of the violation was such as to defeat or 
to establish a national reserve acr,eage goal to establish and .maintain the conservation substantially 1mp"ati- the purposes of the 
for each of the crops and to establish · the use on the de.signated acreage; not to reduce contract. Before termination the Secretary 
limits within which individual farms may the amount of acreage on the .farm normally would have to · give ·written notice to the 
participate in a manner which is reasonably devoted to conserving uses or ·allowed ·to re- producer who, if he requested such an op
calc'Ulated to achieve the· national x:~serve main idle; l,lOt to harvest any crop from the portunity within 30 days after. the mailing, 
goal, and give producers a fa~r and equitable land established in protective cov.er; not to or serving of the notice, would have an 
opportunity to participa~. . ... . pasture tile a<;:x:eage prior to Jar,iua~y 1;~9·59; opportunity to show _ c:ause why the con-

Compensation of. produc~rs. for participat- or such later· date as prescribed in the con- tract should not be terminated. A hear
ing in the .acre·age reserve progra~ _ would be tract except' upon a finding by the Secretary, ing; formal "or infor_mal as pro".ided ~or 
made through the issuance of _ce~tificates re- after certification of the governor of "the under i:egurations issued by the Secretary, 
deemable in cash by Commodity CreQ.it C?r- State, of a need for grazing to alleviate hard- would be held to determine whether ·to 
poration or in ~he commodity, at_ the .op1;ion ship caused by flooding, drought, or other terminate the contract. If termination 
of the producer, in the case . of c~rtificates natural disaster; not to adopt any practice was determined, the producer would receive 
·issued .with respect to grains ~nd cott9n: . If tending to defeat th~ purposes of the con- written ·notice thereof and would have 90 · 
the certificate is redeemed in the commodity, tract; and to forfeit further payments and days after the mailing or service of the no
it is redeemable at not more than 110 per- refund all payments already receiv~~. fgr . tice to appeal to the appropriate United 
cent of the cash ·value of th~ certificate, ~nd · violating the contract if the Seci:etary. deter- States district court for a de novo deter
the. grain .or cotton delivered in redemption · mines that such violation is .of such nat~re · - mination of. the facts in the case and j:ud~
of th:e certi~cate is to be valued at 1'05 per- as to warran_t termination of the contract, 9r · cial relief with respect thereto. The Secre
cen,t of .the c:urrent supp_ort prtce pips rea- to accept such adjustments .or forfeit price . tary's_ determination on termination wou.~d 
sonable carr-yin'g cl_l.arges or the mark~t pr~ce, support benefits as- the Secretary may _deem · become final and conclusive if the producer 
whichever is hi,gtier. If, as of the begin:µmg appropriate if he determines that the. J?re- failed to avail himself of the opportunity 
of any•:riiarket~ng year, the total supp_ly dqes ducer·s · violation does _not warrant termin~- · for _a hearing within _the .30-day period ·or 
not exceed the. normal s:upply of the com- - 1;ion of the contract. . for appeal to the court . within the 90-day 
modity, certificates thereafter issued or cer- The contracts would require the Secreta~_y: period. 
tificates then outstanding -wou~d no lon~er 1. To bear such part of the cost (including A national conservation reserve goal 
be redeemable in the commodity. · Certifi- labor) ?f est~blishing and maintaining the would be proclaimed each year not later 
cates redeemed in cash may be redeemed by protective cover or ~ther authorized .use _on than February 1. Such goal would repre
the producer or by any holder in due course, the designated acreage as he determines ·to sent that percentage which the Secretary 
b\lt certificates redeemed in the commodity be necessary to effectuate ~he purpo~es of th~ determines woUld be practfcable to' cover by 
may.be redeemed only by the producer. Cer- act, not to e:x:ceed a ~aximum for . t~e count~ contracts dui;ing sU:ch year of the number 
tificates shall not be redeemed in ".ommo.d- or area where the farm was located, · and · of acres by. whicn ( 1) the acreage needed 
ities other than the commodity for the re- 2. To mal{e an annual payment for the for the production of agricultural com
duced production of which the certificate term of the contract to the farmer who ful- modities during the preceding year, plus 
was issued, except that certificates for corn fills the provisions of the contract. This any acreage then. in. the acreage or con
or wheat may be redeemed in any t:eed grain payment would represent a fair and reason- servation reser:ve program or retired from 
including wheat for feed .on such l;)asis as able return on t~e land in protective cover production because of acreage allotment or 
may be mutually agreed upon between the or other authorized use, taking into con- marketing quota. programs, exceeds (2)' the 
producer and CCC. . sideration t~e. value of th~ land for produc- acreage needed during the year for which 

The amount of the compensation to pro- ing commodities customarily gro~n on s~ch the determination was made for the produc
ducers for reducing their crops below their kind of land in the area, the prevai_l~?g tion of commodities for domestic and export 
acreage allotmenti:; WOU:ld be established by rates of .cas~ rentals in the area,. n~ce~sa:y ._ use and for adequate . carryover allowances. 
the Secretary a~ such rates as would provi.de incentive to obtain contracts, and other ap- The 

1956 
national goal would 'be determined 

producers with a fair and reasonable ret1:1-~n propriate factors. · · · · . . .: ." as so0n as practicable afte·r the enactment 
for the acreage-withdrawn f.rom .production While tne · bill _contains specific provisions of the bill. 
and with a ·sufficient incentive to achieve the rela:ting t() matters to be covered in such In distributing the . national goal among 
reserve acreage goal. . contracts, .the sp~cific provisions in the bill States and major crop . production regions, 

. The comp~nsation -paid any p~oducer for are not necessarily to be incorporated ver- due regard is to be given to the need for 
participation in the acreage-reserve program batim in each contract. While it is intended flood control, drought . control, and other 
with respect to any crop of tobacco 1s limited ·that the contracts contain provisions which conservation benefits; the desires of pro
to $100 per acre. give effect to the matters required t~db~ ducers in particular States or regions to par-

The'total compensation which may be paid ~~v::~~· gi~~c!.oier~:~~fi: t~:i'mr:t ~osu~h ticipate; diversion of acreage under acreag? 
producers for participating in the acreage- matters or to adapt them to the particular allotment and marketing quota programs, 
reserve program with respect to any year's i i th r and the need to assume adequate produc-
crops is limited· to $750 million,- and it is area, type of farm ng, conserv ng use, or 0 e tion of agricultural commodities and crops 

matter covered by the contract. t di th 
expected that this amount would be allocated The cost of all direct and significant fac- not in surplus and o scourage . e pro-
among the various crops so as to provide for to 1 the establishment of the vegetative duction to those in surplus. Other relevant 
a fair reduction. of acreage for each. rs n Id b h d For grasses and factors could of course be taken into con-

The Secretary is directed to provide ade- ~~;~!'ne~o~hese efa~t!: ~ould include, but · sideration by the Secretary in the distribu-
quate safeguards to protect the interests of would not be limited to-- tion of the national goal. 
tenants anci sharecroppers, including pro- 1. Land preparation, including summer- The criteria for determining the national 
Vision for sharing on a fair and equitable fallowing the area and planting a go-down conservation reserve goal, and for distribut-

h d ct· 1ng the goal among the States and major basis the certificates issued for participating cr~p ~~e~~eas w ere nee e • crop production regions, are intended only 
in the program, and including such provision s.· Inocu' lation,· as general guides to the Secretary and not 
as may be necessary to prevent them from i id f 

1 being forced ofl the farm. 4. Seeding; as a r g ormu a. 
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The Secretary would annually report to 

Congress the scope of the program for that 
year and the basis for participation in such 

-program in the various States and major 
crop production regions. 

Contracts would be entered into during 
the 5 years 1956 through 1960. The mini
mum contract period would be 3 years. The 
maximum contract period would be 10 years 
except that contracts for tree cover could 
extend for 15 years. 

The Secretary could not enter into con
tracts call1ng for payments to producers (in
cluding the cost of materials and services 
furnished to producers) in excess of $350 
million in any calendar year. 

Any contract could be terminated by mu
tual agreement with the producer if the 
Secretary determined that such termina
tion would be in the public interest. Pro
vision is also made for the modification of 
contracts previously entered into. In view 
of the long-term contracts authorized, the 
Secretary is given broad authority to agree 
to such modifications, without obtaining 
technical consideration therefore, as he de
termines to be desirable either to carry out 
the purposes of the act or to facilltate the 
practical administration of the conservation 
reserve program. 

Authority similar to that in the Soil Con
servation and Domestic Allotment Act for 
programs under that act would be provided 
to make conservation materials and services 
available to producers under the conserva
tion reserve program. The Secretary could 
produce as well as purchase such materials 
and services under the conservation reserve 
program. It is likely that the facilities of 
Forest Service nurseries would be needed to 

. produce some of the tree seedlings needed 
_in carrying out the program. The Secretary . 
would be authorized to reimburse any Fed
eral, State, or local government agency for 
materials or- services furnished by such 
agency and to pay expenses necessary in 
making such materials and services available, 
including costs incident to the delivery, ap
plication, or installation of the materials and 
services. 

Authority similar to that in the Soil Con
servation and Domestic Allotment Act would 
be provided to use regular Q.ealers in the 
furnishing of conservation materials and 
services and to make payments to such 
dealers in advance of determination of per
formance by producers. If the Secretary 
determined it to be necessary to protect the 
interests .of producers and the Government 
fair prices for furnishing such materials and 
services could be established. 

The bill would provide that the acreage of 
cropland on any farm would not be decreased 
during the term of any contract for the pur
poses of det·ermining acreage allotments 
and marketing quotas by reason of the es.
tablishmen t of protective cover or other use 
of land covered by contract under the con
servation reserve program. The acreage of 
cropland on a farm may directly affect the 
size of the cotton allotment for the farm 
and may have a bearing indirectly in the size 
of the farm acreage allotments for other 
commodities. 

Likewise the acreage determined to have 
been diverted from the production of any 
commodity subject to acreage allotments or 
marketing quotas in order to carry out a con
tract entered into under the conservation 
reserve program would be considered to have 
been devoted to the production of the com
modity for the purposes .of determining fu
ture State, county, and farm acreage allot
ments. 

Many producers would be unwilling- to 
participate in the conservation reserve pro
gram without these safeguards to preserve 
their acreage allotments and marketing 
quotas. 

. The Secretary is directed to take adequate 
safeguards to protect the interests of ten
ants and sharecroppers, including such pro
vision as may be necessary to prevent them 
from being forced off the farm. 

The conservation reserve program would 
be applicable to the continental United 
States, and could be extended, if the Secre
tary determined it to be in the national 
interest, to Alaska,. Hawaii, Puerto Rico, or 
the Virgin Islands. 

PROVISIONS APPLICABLE TO ACREAGE RESERVE 
AND CONSERVATION RESERVE PROGRAMS 

As a condition of eligibility for payment 
under either the acreage reserve or conserva
tion reserve program the producer must 
comply with all farm acreage allotments es
tablished under the Agricultural Adjust
ment Act of 1938, except that in the case of 
wheat the wheat acreage must not exceed 
the larger of the farm wheat acreage allot
ment or 15 acres. Noncompliance would be 
determined only when the producer know
ingly exceeded the acreage allotment, or, 
in the case of wheat, 15 acres, if larger than 
the allotment. 

No acreage diverted from the production 
of any commodity by reason of participation 
in either the acreage reserve or conservation 

. reserve program may be reapportioned or 
allotted to any other farm. 

Payment of compensation authorized un
der the acreage reserve or conservation 
reserve program could be made upon the 
basis of the claimant's certification that he 
had complied with all requirements for 
such payments. It is intended by this pro
vision to authorize the Secretary to provide 
for payments prior to the end of a program 
year and without waiting for a check of 
compliance. The producer would, of course, 
be expected to agree to refrain from any 
action which would result in his not being 
in compliance at the end of the program 
year. 

The Secretary would be directed to use 
in administering the programs in the con
tinental United States the community, 
county, and State committees established 
under the Soil Conservation and Domestic 
Allotment Act. 

The Secretary would be required to con
sult with soil conservation districts, State 
foresters, land-grant colleges and other ap
propriate State agencies in formulating at 
the State and county levels the conse.rvation 
aspects of the programs. He would be re
quired also to utilize, so far as practicable, 
the technical resources of the Soil Con
servation Service, the Forest Service, 1and
grant colleges, State foresters, and other 
appropriate technical services to assure co
ordination of conservation activities and a 
solid technical foundation for the program. 

The Secretary would be directed to utilize 
as fully as practicable land :use capability 
data in carrying out the acreage reserve 
and conservation reserve programs; and to 
carry forward to completion as rapidly as 
possible the basic land inventory of the 
Nation (now about one-third completed). 
However, land use capability work would 
continue to be financed from funds other
wise made available for such work and not 
from any funds made available for the 

acreage reserve and conservation reserve 
programs. 

In financing the acreage reserve and con
servation reserve programs, including ad
ministrative costs, the Secretary would be 

·authorized to utilize the facilities, services, 
·authorities, and funds of the Commodity 
Credit Corporation. Necessary sums to pay 

· the CCC its actual costs would be authorized 
to be appropriated. 

The Secretary may transfer funds to agen
cies of the Federal or State Governments who 
are requested to cooperate or assist in carry
ing out the programs and for technical as
sistance in connection therewith. Such pay
ments may be made in ttdvance of the t\me 
that the agency renders such assistance. 

Determinations by the Secretary of ( 1) the 
. facts constituting the basis for any payment, 
and (2) the person entitled to certain pay
ments, would be conclusive, in the same way 
that similar determinations are made con
clusive for other programs by section 385 of 
the Agricultural Adjustment Act of 1938. 

The Secretary would be authorized to deny 
any producer all or any part of the bene
fits under the soil bank programs if the Sec
retary determines that (1) the producer had 
displaced any tenant or sharecropper, or re
duced the acreage of any commodity farmed 
by any tenant or sharecropper, .on any farm 
owned or controlled by such producer; (2) 
such displacement or reduction was made in 
contemplation of, or on account of partici
pation by such producer in either the acreage 
reserve or conservation reserve program; 
and (3) such displacement or consent was 
not consented to by the tenant or share
cropper. 

Cost-sharing under the regular agricul
tural conservation program could also be 
made available for establishing and main
taining protective vegetative cover and other 
practices and facilities authorized on lands 
in the acreage reserve and conservation re
serve programs. However, where payment is 
earned for carrying out any such .Practice 
under the c.onservatipn reserve program, a 
duplicate payment for carrying out the same 
practice will not be made under the agricul
tural conservation program. 

The Secretary would be given broad dis
cretion in the administration of the acreage 
and conservation reserve programs as to 
lands to be retired, incentives to be paid, 
and other matters. This discretion is neces
sary to the efficient administration of the 
programs, and its exercise will require con
sultation with field agencies and others in
terested in the programs. 

TITLE m-SURPLUS DISPOSAL 

Section 301. Authority to add corn to 
set-aside 

Section 301 gives the Secretary discre
tionary authority to add not to exceed 250 
million bushels of corn to the set-aside 
established pursuant to section 101 o! the 
Agricultural Act of 1954. 

'I'he Agricultural Act of 1954 provided for 
the insulation from commercial markets of 
up to $2,500 million worth of commodities 
held or thereafter acquired from 1954 · and 

- prior year's production. The maximum and 
minimum quantities specified in the law 
and the actual quantities set aside as of 
December 31, 1955, are as follows: 

TABLE 7 

Commodity Maximum 
quantity 

500, 000, 000 
4, 000, 000 

500, 000, 000 
200, 000, 000 
300, 000, 000 
150, 000, 000 

Minimum 
quantity 

400, 000, 000 
3, 000,000 

Quantity in 
set-aside as of 
Dec. 31, 1955 

420, 286, 393 
2, 632, 456 
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The price-support level for corn has been 

announced for the 1956 crop at 81 percent 
or parity, or $1.40 per bushel, based on the 
indicated supply situation and the January 
15, 1956, parity. Had 250 million bushels 
of corn been included in the set-aside at the 
time these determinations were made, the 
change in supply data would have resulted in 
a· support price of 84 percent of parity, or 
$l.45. 

Section 302. Program of orderly Uquidation 
Section 302 requires the Secretary to sub

mit to Congress within 60 days after the en
actment of the act a detailed program :(or 
the disposition of all stocks of agricultural 
commodities held by . CCC and ·to report an
nually thereafter on operations undertaken 
to dispose of such stocks. 

Tliere fo1Iows a. statement shoWtng the 
quantity and value of commodities pledged 
for outstanding CCC loans and commodities 
in price-support inventory of the CCC as of 
December 31, 1955, with a comparison in to
tal as of December 31, 1954. (Quantity data 
shown include the quantities in the set-aside 
inventory as o:fthe respective dates.) 

TABLE 8.--,.Quantity andwlueaf commodities pledged for O'l.ftstanding loans and commodities in pric'ff-S"upport inventory as of Dec. S1, 1955 
· - and total investment as of Dec. 31, 1954 

[All figures in thousands] 

Investment as of Dec. 31, 1955 1 

Commodity Unit of measure Pledged fur loan~ In inventory Total 

Total investment as 
of Dec. 31, 1954 i 

Quantity Value Quantity Value Quantity Value · Quantity Value 

~asic commodities: 
Corn __ --- ______ -- _ ----- __ ------------------------- Bushels_----- ____ _ Cotton, extra long staple _________ _,________________ Bales ____ _________ _ 180, 159 

13 
5,422 

290, 746 
12, 115 

1, 053, 976 
221, 241 

$277, 579 757, 612 $1, 300, 323 937, 771 $1, 577; 902 757, 756 $1, 237, 164 
Cotton, upland _________________________ -----do ___________ · 
Peanuts, farmers' stock_------------------------- Pounds_--------
Rice __ ------------------------------------------__ Hundredweight_ __ 
Tobacco ___ --------------------------------- ___ --- Pounds ____ ~----_ Wheat ____________________ -- __________ -----_ _ _ _ _ __ Bushels __________ _ 

3, 566 
893, 034 
32, 856 
64, 158 

597, !!08 
455,343 

93 33, 975 
7,921 1, 43-7, 071 
6, 033 668 

15,387 175, 902 
231 92' 

888, 542 2,399, 042 

106 37, 541 84 29, 519 
13,343 2, 330, 105 8,424 1, 428,692 

296, 779 33, 524 12, 968 1,351' 
27, 502 240, 060 15; 369 84, 701 

1, 054, 207 597, 900 725, 891 346, 279 
1, 109, 783 2,854,385 1, 106, 257 2, 756, 649 

Total basic commoditie&---------:.----~------ ...---------------.-- t=-=--=·-=- -=-=--=-=-=-I =2=, 3=2=4,=i'=.4=4=-l, =--=-=--=-=--=-=--=l==5=, 3=~=7,=0=7=3=l=--=-=-=--=-=-=-:l==7::::, 6=7::::1,=4=1=7 =I=----------- 5, 884, 355 

Designated nonbasic commodities: . 
Honey _______ ------------------------------------ Pounus __ --------- 986 lOS ------------ _____ .: _____ _ 986 105 I, 725 

451, 541 

218 

292, 678 
Milk and butterfat: 

Butter------·------------------------ ____ _ do __ ~----- --------- ----------
Butt.er 011------------------------------------ -----do _____ :_ ____ ____ _: ___ -------
Cheese_·_ --------------------- ----- ___ : ____ -- - - --- -tliL _ - --- - ----- --------- ---------- -
Milk, dried_-------------------------~---- _____ <lo __ ---------- ----------- ------------
WheY------·------------------------------- _____ do __ ---------- ----------·-- -----------Tung oil___________ ----- ____ do __ ___________ ------------ ------------

Wool---------·-------------------------------- _____ do ___________ ---------- -------

166,399 
23, 980 

.333, 002 
161, 714 

8, 180 
22, 988 

140, 059 

166,399 100, 685 
23, 980 20, 613 

333,002 131, 250 
161, 7J4 ~,216 

8, 180 503 
22, 988 5,850 

140,059 94, 156 

Total designated nonbasic commodities __ ,:. ____ -------------------- ------------ 105 ------------ 381, 213 ------------ 381, 378. ----------- 621, 234 
1======1========1=======1=======1========1=======·1======1======= 

Other nonbasic coID.IllDdities: 
Barley __ ------------------------------------------ Bushels_------- --
Beans, dry edible_-:---- -------------------------- Huridredweigbt __ _ 

69, 152 
2, 284 

61, 147 
15,005 

31, 261 
1, 865 

43,966 
14, 755 

100, 413 
4, 149 

105, 113' 
29, i6o 

94, 69'4 
3, 210 

109, 142 
24, 870 

Cottonseed.and.. products: 
Cotton Unters--------------------------- Pounds _________ ----------- ----------- 495, 830 47, 771 495, 830 47, 771 

7 
2 

2,801 
2.0,442 

153, :?1>7 
8,385 

663,'989 
(2) 

64, 560 
2 

71 
107, 551 
19,649 

126, 438 
22,306 

8~n~~:~mea1~==::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~~~'ds~~:::::::: -----~
2

! _____________ !_ -------53- -------2--------53- 4, 773 
604, 489 

6, 153 
51,260 

130, 828 

cottonseed oiL------------------------------- _____ do _____ -------- ------------ ------------ 17, 878 2, 801 17, 878 
Flaxseed- ------------------------~---------- Bushels_ ------- -- - 6, 685 1&, 925 438 1, 517 7, 123 
Grain sorghum __________________________ _ Hundredweight__ 43, 483• 7Jj, 828. 26;452 '?7, 379 69, 935 
Linseed oil____ ________________________________ Pounds ______ -------- --------- 57, '256 8, 38.5 57, 256 
Naval s~ores: · . ,

1 
, 

~~~eiiiille-:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::.=:: -aan~~========== ======= :::::::::::: ~: ~: 21: g~~ ~: ~~ 2~ : g~~ Oats ______________________________________________ Bushels_________ 56,231 34, 493 1 35, 258 29, 988 91, 495- 64, 481 

348, 570 
2, 873 

84, 810 
365 

26,-867 . 
1,576 

66,305 
Olive oil-------------------------- Gallons ____ , __ -----'---- ------------ ----------- ---------- --------- ---------- 934_ 

10, 720. 
20, 273 
·3, 112 
50, 148 

Rye --------·----------------------------- ·Bushels_________ __ 8, 988 . 9, 595 3, 306 5, 390 12, 294 14, 985 
Seeds, hay and pasture-----------~--------------- Pounds ___________ ------------ ------------ 26, 718 1-0, 19g 26, 718 15, 198 

7, 579 
38, 181 
26, 753 
2?. 177 

Seeds, winter cover crop _______________________________ do ______ . ____ ------------------------------------------------------------~-
Soybeans_- -------- -------------------------- Bushels.___________ 22, 342 «, 680 · 410 . 986 22, 752 45, 666 

Total other nonbasic commodities _________ ------------------I=-=--=-=--=-=-=--=-=-l===25=.9=, 6=8=0=I=-=--=-=--=-=-=--=-=-I '==27=0=, 7=1=4=!=--=-=-=--==-=--=l==53=0=, 3=9=4=I=--=-=--=-=-=--=-=--:l==65=4=, 6=84 

Exchange commodities: Strate-gic and critical materials __ ----------------- --,=-=--=-=- -=-=-=--=-=-I=-=--=-=--=-=-=-=-=-! I=-=--=-=--=-=-=--=-=-l:==83=, 1=20=I=--=-=-=--=-=--=-=- -=l===83=, 1=20=I=--=-=--=-=-=--=-=--=l==l=O~, 9=5=2 

Total--------------------------------------------------- -------- 2, 584, 129 ---------

1 Book value- before deduction of reserve for losses. 

Section 303. Reestablishment of historic 
share of world cotton market 

Section 303 directs Commodity Credit 
Corp. to use its existing powers and authori
ties to reestablish and maintain the fair his
torical share of the world market for United 
States cotton. Under this authority the sec
retary would be directed to initiate immedi
ately an export program for cotton so that 
it will move into export channels at com
petitive world prices. The program de
veloped could provide either for the sale of 
CCC cotton for export at competitive world 
prices or for a cash export subsidy on United 
States cotton sufficient to make it competi
tive in world markets. The .section also pro
vides that cotton made available by CCC 
under section 102 of the Agricultural Trade 
Development and Assistance Act of 1954 
shall be sold at competitive world prices. 
Cotton made available is intended to· include- · 
cotton sold from its stocks by CCC as well 

2 Less than a thousand. 

as co:tton made available for export uncfer 
~he program through CCC :financing of ex
portations from private stocks. 

The Department initiated a special cotton 
export program January 1, 1956, and 723,469 
'J?ales were ·sold during the first 6 weeks of. 
the program. The cotton has been sold at 
prices averaging about $45 per ba1e under 
the minimum price at which it could have 
been sold for unrestricted use under section 
407 of the Agricultural Act of 1949, as 
amended. 

Section 304. Extra-long-staple cotton 

Section 304 directs the Secretary oi Agri
culture to· provide sufilcient incentive to do
mestic users of extra-long-staple cotton to 
assure domestic utilization of a minimum. 
of 30,000 bales of such cotton annually and 
authorizes appropriations for such purpose. 
Section 305. Section 32 funds supplemented, 

Section 305 of the bill authorizes an an
nual appropriation of $250 million, free of 

6,082, 180 8, 666, 309 ----------- 7, 171, 225 

~he existing 25-per~ent limitation on the ex
penditure of funds with respect to any one 
commodity, to enable the Secretary of Agri
culture to furt.her carry out the provisions 
of section. 32. 

There follows a state.ment of the section 
32 funds available for the fiscal year 1956: 
Carried forward from 1955 _____ $300, 000, 000 
Appropriated (30 percent of 

customs receipts)---------- 166,807, 174 

Total available under 
sec. 32 _______________ 466,8-07, 174 

Deduct transfer to Interior De- . 
· partment ------------------ -4, 322, 879 

Total available to USDA_ 462, 484, 295 

Section 32 enacted in August 1935; appro
priates for each fiscal year an amount equal 
to 30 percent of the previous calendar year's 
customs receipts for the purpose of encour
aging the domestic consumption and expor-
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tation of agricultural commodities. The 
Agricultural Act of 1948 provides that up to 
$300 mlllion of unused prior year balances 
remain available for use. 

Section 32, as amended (7 U. S. C. · 612e), 
provides that the amount that may be de
voted during any fiscal year to any one agri
cultural commodity or the products thereof 
shall not exceed 25 percent of the funds 
available under this section for such fiscal 
year and also that the funds shall be de
voted principally to nonbasic perishable 
agricultural commodities other than those 
receiving price support under title II of the 
Agricultural Act of 1949, as amended. 

Public La...w 393, 76th Congress (53 Stat. 
1411 and 1412), as amended by Public Law 
466, 83d Congress, provides that section 32 
funds in an amount equal to 30 percent of 
customs receipts collected on fishery prod
ucts shall be transferred to the Secretary of 
the Interior. Also, Public Law 311 of August 
9_, 1955 (84th Cong.) authorizes the use of 
$15 million to meet commodity p:-ogram costs 
in each of the fiscal years 1956 and 1957 for 
the purchase and donation of wheat flour 
and cornmeal to needy persons without re
gard to the requirement relating to the 
amounts to be devoted to perishables. In 
addition to these limitations and require
ments for section 32 funds·, their use is also 
authorized by section 392 (b) of the Agricul
tural Adjustment Act of 1938, as amended 
(7 U. s. C. 1392 (b)), !or operating expenses 
and administration of other laws such as 
the Marketing Agreement Act of 1937. 

The use of section 32 funds for program 
operations varies from year to year, depend
ing upon economic conditions with respect 
to particular commodities as well as the out- · 
lets which may be available for commodities 
purchased. Based on total funds available 
under section 32 for fiscal year 1956, the 
largest amount that can be devoted to com
modity program costs for any one commodity 
or product thereof• is i116,701,793. This 
would include the direct program costs of 
purchasing, processing, packaging, trans
porting, etc. Administrative expenses of the 
Department in connection with section 32 
programs are not included in the calculation 
of the amount devoted to any one commod
ity. The largest amount previously devoted 
to any one commodity was in the fiscal year 
1954 when i87,129,232, or the equivalent of 
18.3 per~nt of total funds available, was 
used for commodity program costs for the 
purchase and donation of dairy products. 
Section 306. Transfer of barter materials to 

supplemental stockpile 
Section 306 provides !or the transfer to 

the supplemental stockpile established by 
section 104 (b) of the Agricultural Trade De
v.elopment and Assistance Act of 1954 of 
materials acquired by CCC under the barter 
program unless such materials were acquired 
for the national stockpile or were acquired 
for other purposes, and authorizes appro
priations to reimburse CCC for the value of 
any materials so transferred. This section 
also provides that strategic materials ac
quired by CCC as a result of barter may be 
imported free of duty a.s in the case of stra
tegic materials imported for the national 
stockpile. Although it would appear that 
materials imported by_ CCC are _already ex
empt under the provisions of 15 United 
States Code 713a-5, which exempts CCC from 
all taxation except real estate taxes, it is ·un
derstood. that . the Bureau of Customs has 
raised a question whether this exemption ex
tends to import duties. The present section 
will make it clear that materials entered by 
CCC are exempt from duties. 
Section 307. Sale3 for foreign currency ex-

empted from cargo preference 
· Section 307 removes sales for · foreign cur
rency under title I of the Agricultural Trade 
Development and Assistance Act of 1954 
from the requirement of the cargo prefer-

ence statute, ·Public Law 664, 83d Congress, 
that at least 50 percent of commodities trans
ported on ocean vessels under certain foreign 
aid programs and other Government pro
grams shall be transported on privately 
owned United States-flag vessels. 

From the inception of the title I program 
under Public LaW' 480 through January 31, 
1956, agreements have been entered into 
with 22 countri~s providing for the sale of 
approximately $517 million worth of com
modities at export market value. The cost 
to the Commodity Credit Corporation of fi
nancing these sales will be about $769 mil
lion. Ocean freight costs involved in mov
ing these commodities and financed by the 
United States will amount to about $53 mil
lion. The export market value of the com
modities plus the amount of ocean freight 
financed , except for differentials absorbed by 
the United States, is paid by the importing 
countries in their own currencies. 

In applying the cargo preference law to the 
program, at least 50 percent of each commod
ity to each country is required to be moved 
on United States-flag vessels, if available. 
Also, at least 50 percent of shipments in each 
of the categories, liner, tramp, and tanker 
are required to move on United States-flag 
vessels, if available. Compliance with these 
requirements is assured through prior ap
proval by the Department of all vessel char
ters and liner bookings. 

The . Commodity Credit Corporation fi
nances ocean transportation costs on United 
States vessels when such veesels are required 
to be used in order to assure compliance with 
the provisions of the cargo Preference Act. 
The amount by which freight costs on such 
vessels exceed the prevailing rate on foreign 
flag veesels is absorbed by the United States. · 
Ocean transportation costs on United States 
vessels over and above that necessary to com
ply with the provisions of the Cargo Prefer
ence Act an,d on third couptry vessels is fi
nanced only to the extent that the importing 
country is unable to pay such costs. Trans
portation costs on vessels of the importing 
country are not financed under the program. 

Approximately 53 percent of the totai ton
nage was approved for shipment on United 
States-flag vessels. Tramp tonnage was about 
81 percent of the total, liner tonnage about 
18 percent, and tanker tonnage about 1 per
cent. The 18 percent liner tonnage breaks 
down, 13 percent United States flag and 5 per
cent foreign fiag. Tramp tonnage divided 
about 40 percent United States and 41 per
cent foreign, the 1 ·percent in favor of foreign 
tramps being the result of the shortage of 
United States-flag tramps to carry wheat to 
Yugoslavia during February of 1955. Since 
that time no appreciable difficulty has been 
experienced in the chartering of sufficient 
United States-flag vessels. 
. Your committee is firmly convinced that 
the maintenance of our merchant marine 
fleet is essential to national welfare and 
security. However, such governmental sup
port as is necessary !or maintenance should 
be directly provided and should not be at 
the expense of the farm program. The word 
"expense" is used in this connection to con
note not so much monetary expense as the 
expense of curtailed dispositions of surpluses 
under the pro~ram and hampered efforts to 
obtain the liberalization of restrictions 
against the commercial importation of 
United States agriCultural products into 
maritirne nations. 

· The Department reported favorably on 
S. 2584, a bill to exempt the title I program 
from cargo preference, for the following 
reasons: 
· First, we have lost opportunities to move 
commodities to a. number of countries. Only 
one country, Denmark, has definitely rejected 
the possibility of negotiating a title I pro
gram because of cargo preference. Difficul
ties in securing acceptance of cargo prefer:. 
ence by tJ:iree, other maritime nations have 

delayed negotiations for extended periods. 
These negotiations have not been terminated, 
however, and efforts are being continued to 
overcome this resistance. It is impossible to 
estimate with any degree of accuracy the 
value of commodity movement lost because 
of this problem. · 

Second, the cargo-preference requirement 
has resulted in added cost to the farm pro
gram. It is necessary to provide dollar fi
nancing of ocean freight charges on United 
States-flag ve1SSels required to be used. 
Total freight · approved for financing during 
1955 was about $31 million. About $12 mil
lion of this was on United States vessels re
quired to be used in programs with maritime _ 
nations which carried an .or substantially all 
of the non-United States-flag tonnage in 
their own vessels. In the absence of the 
United States-flag requirement these coun
tires could be expected to participate in the 
program without any financing of ocean 
freight by the United States. 

In addition to financing the freight charges 
on United States-flag veesels required to be 
used, it is necessary for the United States to 
absorb the differential resulting from use of 
such vessels where shipment would be 
cheaper on foreign-flag vessels. On vessels 
approved during .1955. differentials amount
ing to about. $3 million will have been paid 
by CCC. This amount will not be covered 
by foreign-currency payments of the import
ing countries. 

Third, the cargo-pre.ference requirement is 
hampering efforts to obtain trade liberaliza
tion on agricultural commodities. Many im
porting countries discriinlnate against im
parts . of United States commodities through 
quotas, exchange controls, ·and-other restric
tions. - The Departmnet of · ·Agriculture· is 
making a determined effort to ·obtain ' lib
eralization of such restrictions as part of its 
overall program to expand exports of United 
States farm commodities. Obviously, it : is 
difficult for the United States to argue for 
the lifting of restrictions while imposing re
strictions of its own. Maritime nations 
argue that the freedom of their merchant 
fleets to compete in the world market is as 
important to them as the freedom of our 
farmers to compete · in the world market 
is to us. · 

Section 308. Surplus Disposal Administrator 
Section 308 authorizes the Secretary of 

Agriculture to _appoint an Agricultural Sur
plus Disposal Administrator at a salary rate 
of not exceeding $15,000 per annum. This 
authority is needed in order to secure the 
best qualified person available. Under. pres
ent legislation, Department final authority 
to determine compensation for this position 
is limited . to GS-15, with a base rate of 
$11 ,610. The possibilities of having the po
sition established in GS-18 ($14,800) through 
Civil Service Commission channels are quite 
remote under present numerical restrictions 
of the Classification Act. 

Section 309. State contribution in 
disaster relief 

Section 309 of the bill provides that after 
March 1, 1957, the States must contribute 
at least 15 percent of the cost of feed or 
seed made available for disaster relief. 

During the fiscal year 1955 there were two 
programs of this nature in effect. Under 
the 1955 emeriency-feed program, eligible 
farmers received purchase orders enabling 
them to buy from established dealers at re
duced prices, certain designated surplus feed 
grains, such as barley, corn, wheat, grain 
sorghums, and oats, or approved mixed feed 
containing a high percentage of. the surplus 
feed grains. Dealers received a certificate 
representing the value of the reduction in 
the price of the feed and used it to buy 
replacement stocks which eventually came 
from CCC inventories. The cost of this pro
gram to the Government during the fiscal 
year 1955, represented by the value of CCC 
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inventories released In satisfa:ctlon of deaierra 
certificates was. approximately $61,200,000. 
Had the States been required to contribute 
15 percent of the cost of this program during 
the fiscal year 1955 their contribution would 
have amounted to · $9,180,000. The emer
gency-feed program was operative as of Jan
uary 31, 1956, in Colorado, Kansas, Nevada, 
North Carolina, Oregon, Texas, Utah, and 
Wyoming. 

A second program conducted durin~ the 
fiscal year involved the execution of agree
ments with States to assist them in furnish
ing_ hay tcr eligible farmers. Under these
agreements the Department contributed a 
definite sum to the State to defray one-half 
the ·cost o:r transportation of' the hay (not 
to exceed $10 per ton). The. total of such 
contributions during the fiscal year 1955 
was $4,684,839. Since . the States assumed 
at least half of the transportation costs for 
hay, as well as the costs incident- to the pur
chase and distribution o:t ruch hay, they 
would not have to make any additional con
tributions in a program such as this. No-rth 
Carolina is the only State with which the 
Department has a hay agreement at the 
present time. 

TITLE IV-MARKETING QUOTAS AND ACREAGE 
ALLOTMENTS 

Section 401. Extens.ion of surrender and. 
reapportionment 

Section 401 extends to the 1956 and 19.57 
crops of wheat the provisions of section 334 
(f) of the Agricultural Adjustment Act of 
1938, as amended, whereby wheat producers 
who do not plant all their wheat allotme.nts 
can release the unused portion of the allot
ment. The amount released would be de
ducted from the allotment for the farm from 
which released and would be reapportioned 
by the county committee to other farms in 
the same county. If not needed in the 
county, the county committee could surren
der the acreage to the State committee for 
the purposes of establishing new farm allot
ments. In establishing future allotments, 
acreages so released and reapportioned are 
credited to the releasing farms rather than 
to the farms to which surrendered. Provi
sion for .permanent release of allotments is 
made. 

Since release and reapportionment to be 
effective must be accomplished prior to plant
ing time, extension of the provision to cover 
the 1956 crop would be applicable only in 
areas where spring wheat is gmwn and not 
in areas where only winter wheat can. be 
grown. 
Section 402. Commercial wh:eat producing 

area 
Section 402 would amend the provision 

in the Agricultural Adjustment Act of 1938 
for· determining the noncommercial wheat
producing area. Under present law any State 
may be excluded from the commercial wheat
producing area for any year if its State 
allotment for such year is determined to be 
25,000 acres or less. As amended, the Sec
retary would be required to exclude any 
State from the commercial area for any year 
if the State allotment for the immediately 
preceding year is determined to be 240.000 
acres or less. By basing the determination 
on the size of the allotment for the preced
ing year and making the action of the Sec
retary mandatory, States will be able to know 
well in advance whether they will. be in. the 
commercial area. 

The States which would be included in the 
noncommercial wheat area under the _pro
posal to include all States with 240,0.00 acres 
or less in the State wheat allotment, based 
on 1956 State wheat allotments, are as, fol
lows: 

'(a) 12 States included on the basis of the 
present "25,000 acres or less" provision: 

Acre! 
Alabama--------------------------- 14,505 
Arizona---------------------------- 17,533 

Acre-s 
Connecticut ---------------------- 626 
Florida----------------------------· 1, 329 
Louisiana---------·--------------· ;3, 184 
Maine -------------------------- 1, 347 
Massachusetts------------------- 687 Mississippi_ ______________________ 21, 143 

Nevada ---------------------------- 11, 616 
New Hampshire-------------------- 71 
Rhode Tsland----------------------- 603 
'Vermont--------------------------- 432 

TotaL---------------------- 73, 076 

(b) ll additional States. which would be
come noncommercial under the proposed 
"240,000 acres or less" provision: -

Arkansas---------------------
Delaware -----------------------

Acres 
47,433 
36,370 

105,624' 
139,443 
219,495 
187,546 

Georgia _______________________ _ 

Iowa------------------------Kentucky ______________________ _ 

Maryland---------------------~--New- Jersey _____________________ _ 
South Carolina _________________ _ 

55, 141 
133,488 
199,261 
42,956 
45,174 

Tennessee _____ - _____ ---·-- -·----_ 
West Virginia __________________ _ 

Wisconsin----------------------

TotaL---------·----------- 1, 211, 931 

The total 1956 allotment acreage involved 
in the proposed "240,000 acres or less" pro
'Vision is 1,285,007 or 2.2 percent of the na
tional allotment of 55 million acres. There 
follows a statement of the acreage allotments 
for the 36 States included in the commercial 
area under the "25,000 acres or less" 
provision: 

1956 allotment 

Arkansas----------------------
California---------------------Colorado ___________________ _ 

Delaware -----------~-----Georgia _______________________ _ 

Idaho------------------------
Illinois --------------------
Indiana----------------------
Iowa ---------------------------Kansas _______________________ _ 
Kentucky ____________________ _ 
Maryland ____________ .:. ________ _ 

:i~~;s~~;=======:============= Missouri ______________________ _ 

Montana-------------------
Nebraska----------------------New Jersey _________ _. __________ _ 
New Mexico ___________________ _ 
New York ______________ _ 
North Carolina ________________ _ 

North Dakota-----------------
Ohio-------------------------
Oklahoma -------------------
Oregon------------------------
Pennsylvania -----------------South Carolina ________________ _ 
South Dakota _________________ _ 

Tennessee---------------------Texas ________________________ _ 

Utah-------------------------
Virginia ---------------------
Washington-----~-------------
West Viiginia -----------------
Wisconsin---------------------Wyoming _____________________ _ 

Acres 
47,433 

455, 7f9 
2,702,237 

36,370 
105,624 

l, 159,816 
l,381,46f 
l, 166,484 

139,443 
10,587,206 

219,495 
187, 546 
969,478 
726,503 

1, 163,686 
4,002, 138 
3,200,332 

55, 141 
465,924 
312, L75. 
283,395 

7, 321, 263 
1,594,233 
4,860,057 

819,522 
620, 185 
133,488 

2,749,275 
199,261 

4,227, 136 
314,994 
261. 043 

2,009,033 
42,956 
45, 174 

303,725 

Tatar commercial area ____ 04', 871, 92'4" 
Total noncommercial area_ 73, 076 
National reserve__________ 55, 000 

Grand totaJ ______________ S5, 000, OOCJ 

Section 403. Small farm alZOtments for cotton 
Section 403 would amend section 344. of 

the Agricultural Adjustment Act of 1938, as 
amended, to provide for reserving not to 
exceed 1 percent of the national acreag~ 
allotment to assist in establishing.minimum 
farm allotments. The State committee 
would be required to reserve as much as 3 

percent of the State allotment, if needed, to 
supplement the acreage allocated to the State 
f.rom the national rese.rve. Under existing 
law, the county allotment is used first to 
establish minimum farm allotments at the 
smaller of 5 acres oi the highest acreage 
planted on the farm in the preceding 3 years, 
in all counties where farm allotments are 
established on the "cropland factor" basis 
and in other counties where allotments are 
established on the "historical" basis and the 
county committee elects to establish such 
minimum farm allotments. The proposed 
amendments to section 344 of the ·act would 
change the fixed acreage portion of the 
minimum allotment provision from 5 acrea. 
to 4 acres and would require minimum farm 
allotments to be established in all counties 
regardless of the allotment basis used. The 
Secretary would determine, on the basis of 
data a'Vailable in connection With past allot
ment programs and such surveys as he deems 
necessary to obtain additional data. on which 
to base estimates, the additional acreage 
whicli would be required to estabUsh mini
mum farm allotments (assuming that allot
ments were first made on a cropland or his
tory basis) . The acreage so determined 
would be used as a basis for allocating the 
national acreage reserve to States and for 
allocating such reserve, as well as acreage 
from the .State reserve for minimum allot
ments, to counties. 

The national. acreage allotment announced 
for the 1953 cotton crop is 17,391,304 acres. 
One percent of this total would be 173,913 
acres. 

Section 404. Minimum State a?Jreage allot
ments for 1956 rice crop 

Section 404 would amend section 853 of 
the Agricultural Adjustment Act of' 1938, as 
amended, to provide minimum State rice 
acreage allotments for 1956 equal to 85 per
cent of the final allotment established for 
1955. Any acreage apportioned to farms in 
the State from.. the national reserve acrea"'e 
would be included in determining the mint
mum allotment. The final allotment for 
1955 would include the State allotment 
originally determined plus the increased 
acreages allotted in tne State through Iegis-
1a.tion enacted after State allotments were 
originally determined. 

In States having county allotments the 
increase in State allotments would be appor
tioned among counties on the same basis as 
the State allotment had theretofore been 
apportioned among counties, but without re
gard. to adjustments for trends in acreage. 

The additional acreage apportioned to each 
State by this section is sb,own in the last 
column of the following table: 
TABLE 9.-Rice: Additional allotment acreage 

that would be apportioned to State under 
Sec. 404 of S. 3183 

Additional 

Total 
85per- acreage 
cent of Total required 

rice total rice for 1956 to 
acreage rice acreage provide al-

State appor- acreage appor- lotment 
t1oned appor- tioned equal to 

to -state tioned to State 85 percent 
for 1955 to State for 1956 of final al-

for 1955 lotment 
for 1955 

---
.Arkansas..---- 453, 850 385, 772 399, 084 0 
California ______ 352, 729 299, 820 · 297, 174 2,646 Louisiana ______ 558, 934 475,094 465, 773 9,321 Texas __________ 496, 929 422,390 421,360 1,030 
Mississippi_ __ 54; 921 4.6,683 46, 267 416 
Arizona ________ 269 229 227 2 Florida ________ 1, 126 957 949 8 Illinois _______ 24 20 20 0 
MissourL ____ 5, 3.88 
North Caro-

4,580 4,557 23 

lina __________ 34 29 29 0 
Oklahoma _____ 175 149 147 2 
South Caro-lina __________ 3,350 2,847 2, 78:f 64 
Tennessee.---- 605 514 517 0 ---- --United States totaL ______ 1, 928, 334 1, 639, 084 1, 638, 887 13, 512 
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Section 405. Preservatton of unttsel! acreage amount of the commodity of a.fly previous 

allotments crop stored . .to p.ostpone_ or .avoid payment of 
Section 4-05 would provide that with re- penarty had been reduced because the aUot

spect to the 1956 and subsequent crops of ment was not fully planted. No other farm 
any commodity for which acreage allotments would be permitted to_ use the. acreage of 
under the Agricultural Adjustment Act of which notice was given under the section. 
1938, as amended, were 1n effect, the entire TITLE V-lUCE -

acreage allotment for the farm WOll;ld be Section 501. Tioo-P,ice pU:in for rice 
considered for purposes of future farm acre-
age allotments as having been planted to Section 501 pr.ovi.O.es that the national. 
the commodity in such year if the owner or acreage allotment of rice Jor 1957 shall not 
operator of the farm notified the county be less than the national acreage allotment 
committee prior to the 60th day preceding for 1956, including any acreage allotted 
the beginning of the marketing year of his under section 404 of the bill. The 1957 allot
desire to preserve the farm acreage allotment ment will be apportioned among the States 
of the commodity. ·This provision would in the same proportion as in 1956. The effect 
not be applicable to any farm on which no of this provision on 1957 State acreage allot
acreage of the commodity was planted for 4 ments is shown in the last two columns of 
successive years or in any case in which the· the following table. 

TABLE 10.-Rice: Indicated 1957 State acreage allotmen~ under S. 3183 as compared 
with indicated 1957 State allotments under the present law and 1956 State allotments 
now in effect -

Total acre-
Additional 

Total 
age appor-

Indicated Indicated acreage t ioned to 
State for 1957 State HJ57 1956 appor- acreage 
1956, ad- allotment State 

State 
St:>te t!oned to appor-

allotment acreage State from tioned to justed for under 
under allotment 1956 State for increase present 

national 1956 under law• s. 3183 
reserve sec. 404 of 

s .. 3183 

Arkansas._---------------------------- 399,084 0 399,084 399,084 402. 852 399,084 
California _________________________ _____ 297, 100 74 297.174 299, 820 296, 691 299, 820 
Louisiana __________________________ ____ 4GO, 704 5,069 465, 773 475, 094 463, 416 475, 094 

lii~~ssfi;>i>1======~===================== 
421, 360 0 421, 360 422, 390 419, 479 422. 390 . 
41, 422 4, 845 46, 267 46, 683 42, 555 46, 683 

Arizona-------------------------------- 10 217 227 229 ------------ 229 

Florida.------------------------------- 887 62 949 957 888 957 

~l~0~~~i=============================== 
11 9 20 20 14 20 

3, 673 ll84 4, 557 4,580 4,005 4, 580 

North Carolina.----------------------- 27 2 29 29 23 29 
Oklahoma .. ____ ___ :. ___________________ 38 109 147 149 {13 149 

South Carolina._---------------------- 1, 958 825 2, 783 2,847 2,040 2,847 

Tennessee. __ -------------------------- 517 0 517 517 502 517 

Total. United States _____________ 1, 626. 791 12, 096 1, 638, 887 1, 652, 399 - 1, 632, 528 1, 652. 399 
National reserve. ______________________ 12, 293 (197) (197) (197) 16, 556 (197) 

National allotment._.----------- 1. 639,0841 12, 293 1, 639. 084 1, 652, 596 1, 639, 0!34 1, 652, 598 

I Assuming the national acreage allotment to be the same as in effect for 1956 and the 1956 planted and diverted 
&<'reage of rice to be the same as determined for l!l55: . . . 

z To be apportioned among the minor rice-producmg States rece1vmg madequate State or county allotments such 
as Mississippi, Missouri, South Carolina, etc. 

Two-price plan 

Eection 501 also provides for a 2-price 
plan for rice of the 1956 and 1957 crops. 
A primary market quota for rice is to be 
determined and proclaimed by the Secretary 
of Agriculture for each marketing year. This 
primary market quota is to be determined on 
the basis of the quantity of processed rice 
(expressed in terms of hundredweights of 
rough rice) which the Secretary determines 
wm be consumed in the United States (in
cluding its Territories and possessions and 
the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico) or ex
ported to Cuba tiuring the marketing year, 
taking into consideration: the historical con
sumption of United States rice in these 
markets and any expected increase in con
sumption. In determining the primary 
quota, rough rice used for feed or seed would 
be excluded, since it is not intended that 
the primary quota would include rice whic~ 
is not milled. For 1956, the primary market 
quota is to be apportioned among the States 
on the basis of the 1955 production of rice 
in each State. For 1957, the primary market 
quota is to be apportioned among the States 
on the basis of the average ·yield per acre of 
rice in each State during 1955 and 1956, 
multiplied by the acreage allotment for the 
State. Each State quota is to be apportioned 
among farms in the State on the basis of the 
acreage allotment established for each farm~ 
multiplied by the normal yield per acre for 
'the farm. The estimated 1956 primary 

market quota and its apportionment among 
the States is shown in the following tables: 

TABLE 11.-United States milled rice con
sumed in primary markets (on rough
rice basis) 

[Thousand 100-pound ba?:sl 

Marketing Indus- Total Exports Total 
Food con- to primary 

year try sumed Cuba market 
------------

1950-51_ _____ 18, 252 4,866 23, 118 10,066 33, 184 
1951-52 ______ Hl, 756 4, 750 -21, 506 7, 131 28, 637 
1952-53 ______ 17, 750 4,577 22,327 7,039 29, 366 
1953-54 ______ 17, 950 _4,560 22, 510 6,850 29, 360 
1954-55 __ ____ 18, 000 5, 700 23, 700 4, 914 28, 614 
1955-56 ! _____ 18, 500 5, 500 24, 000 4, 748 28, 748 
1956-57 , _____ 18, 500 5, 700 24, 200 4, 750 28, 950 

1 Preliminary. s Estimated. 

TABLE 12.-Rice: Apportionment of the esti
mated 1956 primary market quota among 
the several States 

[100-pound bags] 

State 
1955 produc- 1956 State 

tion 1 P~:~~Y 

Arkansas______________________ 12, 694, 000 
California_____________________ 11, 694, 000 

6, 854, 007 
6, 039, 77-7 

1 Production for the 5 major rice-producing States are 
official estimates of the Department of Agriculture while 
production for the 7 minor States was determined by 
multiplying the 1955 m~ured acreage in each such State 
by the 1955 State avera[!e yield per acre as reported by 
ihe Southern Ri<:e Millers .Association. 

TABLE 12.-.Rice: Appor_tjonment of the esti
mated 1956 primary market quota among 
the several States-Continued 

[100-pound bags] 

State 
1955 Produc- l!l56 State -

tion · ~i:!~Y 

Louisiana_____________________ 13, 150, 000 7, 100, 220 
'l'exas _____________ ____________ 14, 880, 000 8, 034, 318. 
Mississippi____________________ 1, 510, 000 815, 310 
Arizona _____ ___________ ··---- - . ··-- - ___ ___ -- ----- - . .. . 

iJ~~1:.--~=============== ==·==== 16
' ;~ 9

' ~i 
Missouri..____________________ 120, 350 64, 982 
North Carolina_______________ 350 189 
Oklahoma __ ------------------ 3, 900 2, 106 
South Carolina________________ 43, 400 23, 433 
Tennessee___ ____ ______________ 11, 700 6, 317 

United States totaL •.•. 53, 617, 000 28, 950, 000 

Price support will be made available by 
Commodity Credit Corporation to cooper
ators through loans, purchases, or other op
erations on the 1956 crop of rice at 55 per
cent of the parity price of rice as of the 
beginning of the marketing year. On the 
1957 crop, the level of support is to be at 
such level as the Secretary of Agriculture 
determines will not discourage or prevent ex
portation of rice produced in the United 
States, but such level is not to be less than 50 
percent nor more than 90 percent of the 
parity price. 

Certificates will be issued by the Secretary 
of Agriculture to cooperators each marketing 
year for farms having prfmary market quotas. 
Such certificates will be issued for a quantity 
of rice equal to the primary market quota· 
for the farm but not more than the normal 
yield for the acreage planted to rice on the 
farm. The value of each certificate will be 
equal to the difference between 90 percent of 
the parity price of rice as of the beginning of 
the marketing year and the level of price sup
port for rice for such marketing year (to be 
calculated to the nearest cent) multiplied by 
the quantity of rice for which the certificate 
is issued. The landlord and his tenants or 
sharecroppers will share in the certificates · 
in the same proportion as they share in 
the rice produced on the farm or the pro
ceeds therefrom. Commodity Credit Cor
poration will redeem at its value any certif
icate not used to cover the processing or 
importation of rice. . 

Assuming the parity price of rice on Au
gust 1, 1956 (the beginning of the .1956-57 
marketing year), to be the same as the Janu
ary 15, 1956, parity price of $5.42 per 
hundredweight, the unit value of the cer
Uficate for 1956 crop ric.e wo11ld be computed 
as the difference between $2.98 per hundred
weight (55 percent of parity), and $4.88 per 
hundredweight (90 percent of parity), or 
$1.90 per hundredweight. 

Beginning August l, 1956, each person proc.
essing rough rice in th~ United States (ex
cluding Puerto Rican or Hawaiian rice proc
essed in Puerto Rico or Hawaii) will be 
required to acquire certificates in an amount 
sufficient to. cover the quantity of rough rice 
processed. Each person importing processed 
rice into the United States on or after Au
gust 1, 1956, will also be required to acquire 
certificates covering the rough rice equivalent 
of such processed rice. Such certificates may 
be acquired from producers by the processoi: 
or importer, or he may purqhase certificates 
from Commodity <!lredit c_orporation. Upon 
the exportation to any country other than 
Cuba of processed rice with respect to which 
certificates were acquired, Commodity Credit 
Corporation will pay the exporter an amount 
equal to the value of .the certificates-for the 
rough rice equivalent of the processed rice. 

The provisions of this section will ·not be 
applicable to nonirrigated rice produced on 
any ;farm on which the acreage planted to 
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nonirrigated rice does not exceed 3 acres 
or to rice grown in Puerto Rico or Ha.waif. 

Inventory adjustment payments 
In order to facilitate the transition to 

the two-price plan, inventory adjustment 
payments will be made to all persons own
.Ing rough rice located in the continental 
United States as of July 31, 1956, except 
that payments will not be made with respect 
to 1956-crop rice, imported rice, or rice ac
quired from Commodity Credit Corporation. 
Such payments will be in amounts equal 
to 35 percent (the difference between 90 
and 55 percent) of the parity price of rice as 
of August 1, 1956, multiplied by the .quanti
ties of such rough _rice. An appropriation to 
reimburse Commodity Oredit Corporation for 
such payments is authorized. 

Transfer of rice to tne set-aside 
The Secretary is given discretionary au

thority to transfer to the commodity set
aside, established pursuant to section 101 
of the Agricultural Act of 1~54, all rough 
and processed rice in the inventories of 
Commodity Credit Corporation as of 60 days 
after the beginning of the 1956 marketing 
year for rice, not exceeding 20 million hun
dredweight of rough rice or its equivalent 
in processed rice. 

The proportion -of United States rice used 
for domestic consumption and export is 
shown by the following table: 
TABLE 13.-Rice: Percentage, domestic con

sumption and exports (in rough rice equiv
alent) is of total production during the 
marketing years 1939~0 through 1955-56 

Domestic con- Exports sumption 
Marketing Produc- ------------

year tion 1 Percent Percent 
Total of pro- Total of pro-

duction duction 
-· (1) - (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) 

------------
1939-40 ______ 24, 328 20, 046 82. 4 4, 484 18. 4 
194~4J ______ 24, 495 21, 138 . 86. 3 5, 651 23.1 
1941-42 ____ _,_ 23, 095 19, 571 84. 7 6, 552 28.4 
1942-43 ______ 29, 082 20, 266 69. 7 6, 961 23. 9 
1943-44------ 29, 264 21, 316 72. 8 7, 069 24. 2 
1944-:45. - - - - - 30, 974 20, 001 64. 6 10, 201 32. 9 
1945-46------ 30, 668 19, 613 64.0 11, 469 37.4 
1946-47 ______ 32, 497 - 20, 162 62. 0 12, 291 37. 8 
1947-48------ 35,,217_ 22, 037 62. 6 13, 055 37.1 
1948-49 ______ 38, 275 22, 092 57. 7 14, 378 37. 6 
1949-50 ______ 40, 784 23, 423 57.4 16, 224 39.8 
19~51_ _____ 38, 757 25, 693 66. 3 13, 167 34.0 
1951-52 ______ 45, 853 24, 121 52. 6 24, 058 52.5 
1952-53 ___ ___ 48, 260 25, 121 52. l 25, 122 52.1 
1953-54. - - - - - 52, 761 25,'764 48.8 22, 708 43.0 
1954-55 __ ____ 64, 414 27, 839 43. 2 14, 385 22.3 
1955-56 2----- 53, 617 27, 917 52.1 23, 000 42.9 

2. Permit a State to draw up a plan of re
forestation that would further this purpose 
and submit such plan to the Secretary of 
Agriculture for his consideration and ap
proval. · 

3. When the Secretary has approved the 
plan, authorize and direct him to assist the 
State in carrying out the plan which assist
ance may include furnishing advice, tech .. 
nical assistance and financial contributions 
up to an amount equal to the State expendi
ture for the same purpose during the same 
fiscal year. 
- 4. Require the Secretary to obtain cooper
ation and assistance of other Federal agen
.cies and the appropriate State foresters in 
the ·approval and carrying out of -the plan 
when it includes forest lands under such 
other Federal agencies' jurisdiction. 

The committee believes that more money 
should be made available for tree planting 
and recommends that the Appropriations 
Committees consider providing $50 million 
to carry out the provisions of this section. 

Forest products 
Section 602 provides for price reporting 

and research with respect to forest products. 
This section would direct the Secretary to: 
( 1) establish a price reporting service for 
basic forest products such as standing tim
ber, sawlogs, and pulpwood; (2) conduct and 
stimulate research aimed at developing the 
efficiency. of marketing forest products; and 
(3) study price trends and relationships for 
basic forest products and within 2 years 
report thereon to the Congress. 

TAX DELINQUENCIES 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, on 

June 2, 1955, I incorporated in the CON
GRESSIONAL RECORD a report furnished by • 
the Treasury Department showing .the 
total tax delinquencies as of December 
31, 1954, in the amount of $1,614,494,280. 

At the same time I incorporated in the 
RECORD a statistical breakdown by dis
tricts, amount and type of tax, and the 
number of accounts involved in each in
stance. 

This was the first inventory which had 
formation, and it had been complied 
upon my request on the basis that such 
ever been assembled providing such in
information should be assembled an
nually in order that the Treasury De
partment and the country would know 
the extent of these outstanding obliga-

1 Production for the marketing years 1949-50 through t· 11 th b · d 
1955-56 includes estimated prod.uction in the minor rice- 10ns, as we as e progress elng ma e 
prodqcing Sta_tes. toward their collection. ·It would .also 

-
2 Preliminary. help the Department to spot the trouble 

TITLE VI-FORESTRY PROVISIONS areas in their agency by showing which 
Tree plantinf! and refores~ation offices and which regions were making 

Section 601 provides for iµ;sistance to progress or losing ground. 
States for .tree planting and reforestation. I have just received the second annual 
The objective of this section is -to step up ·report, which shows that the total. delin-._ 
nationwide the piese.nt rate of reforestation · quencies as of December 31, .1955, are 
on all hmd in need of such planting irrespec-
tive· of ownership. This would be ~ccom- $1,646,383,974. 
plished through a · cooperative· plan of action This represents an increase of ·$31.9 
between the individual States and the Sec- million over the same comparable sta
retary of Agriculture. The plan w_ould origi- tistics for December 31, 1954." 
nate in the states through the State fores- The Department does claim t:Qat this 
ter~ or ~quivalent State officials _and after increase is somewhat offset by the fact 
approval by the Secretary would be _put into_ that it has reduced by nearly $200 mil
effect by a State agency: The major provi"'.' lion the number of accounts remaining 
!sons of this section would: 

1. Establish .a -.policy of congress that the to be assigned to the field; however, .it 
secretary of Agriculture should assist the should be noted that in using the same 
states in undertaking needed programs . of comparable figures for comparison, the 
tree planting. total delinquencies as bf Decenib.er ~1. 

I. 

1955, were $31.9 million greater than the 
number in the preceding year. 

I ask unanimous consent to have in
corporated in the REcoRD a copy of the 
Department's letter of February 20, 1956, 
followed by the insertion of two charts~ 
exhibits No. 1 and 2. 

There being no objection, the letter 
and charts were ordered to be printed 
in the RECORD, as follows: 
UNITED STATES TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 

Washington, February 20, 1956. 
Hon. JOHN J. WILLIAMS, 

United States· Senate, 
Washington, D. c. 

MY DEAR SENATOR: In accordance with my 
letter to you_ of February 1, 1956, there are 
enclosed tabulations of all accounts as of 
December 31, 1955, which were delinquent 
and which have been formally transferred 
to our field collection force for collection 
action. Exhibit No. 1 shows that as of 
December 31, 1955, we had a total of 1,596,-
615 delinquent accounts in the amount of 
$1,646,383,974 in this status. These ac
counts were divided in the following general 
categories of tax: 

Class of tax ·Number A.mount 

Income tax________________ 1, 139, 658 $1, 268, 101, 723 
Employment tax__________ 399, 269 284, 803, 237 
All other_________________ _ 57, 688 93, 4.79, 014 

·-----·--~--~ 
Total.______________ 1, 596, 615 1, 646, 383, 974 

The tabulations we furnished you as of 
December 31, 1954, broke the accounts into 
seven categories of tax. These consisted of 
the following: Individual income, corpora
tion · income, taxes withheld, excise taxes, 
estate and gift taxes, unemployment tax.es·, 
and carriers taxes. During the past year, in 
order to simplify our reporting load, we con
solidated these 7 categories into the 3 listed 
above. Under income tax, we have included 
the individual income and corporation in
come taxes; under employment tax, we have 
included taxes withheld, unemployment and 
carriers taxes; and under all other, we have 
included the excise faxes and estate and gift 
taxes. 

In addition to the delinquent accounts 
which have been formally transferred to the 
field collection force for collection action, we 
had on hand on December 31, 1955, 26,853 
accounts in the amount of $12.9 million 
which were of delinquent age but which had 
not been transferred to the field collection 
force. 

Exhibit No; 2 shows the number of delin
quent accounts that have been transferred 

· to the fi·elq . collection force · that are in an 
inactive status. These are accounts ·on ' 
which collection activity has been deferred 
pending tlle outcome of court decision, audit _ 
examination or other-contingent act~on. o ·f 
the total delinquent accounts 1n the hands 
of t'he field collection force, 14 percent or 
222,845 are such inactive accounts, represent
ing $667,437,626, or 40.5 percent of the total 
delinquent tax liability. ·. On .these accounts 
collection action is not being pursued pend
ing consummation of the contingent actio~. 

During the year.the number of delinquent 
accounts assigned to our field collection force 
was reduced by 128,859- (from 1,725,474 to 
1,596.,615), but the .amount. outstanding in
creased approximately $31.9 million (from 
$1,614.5 million to $1,646.~ minion) . . On the 
surface, in .respect .to the. amount outstand.
ing, this~ would ihdicate an unfavorable 
trend. However, consi~erable progress is in-
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dicated when consideration is given to the 
following: 

1. While the amount outstanding on ac
counts assigned to the field collection force 

increased by $31.9 mtlllon, the increase 
occurred in our inactive category, as illus
trated by the following table: 

Delinquent accounts assigned to field collection force 

[Amounts in millions] 

Active Inactive Total 

As of-
Number Amount Number Amount Number Amount 

Dec. 31, 1954----------------- ------------ 1,448,888 
Dec. 31, 1955-- --------------------------- 1, 373, 770 

Difference. - -----------~----- ------ -75, 118 

2. A substantial reduction was made in 
the number of accounts which were of de
linquent_age but which had not been trans
ferred to the field collection force. This 
number was decreased from 382,510 accounts 

$1,062. 3 276, 586 i552. 2 1, 725, 474 $1, 614. 5 
979.0 222, 845 667. 4 1, 596, 615 1, 646. 4 

-83.3 -53, 741 +115. 2 -128, 859 +31.9 

in the amount of $207.1 million as of De
cember 31, 1954, to 26,853 accounts in the 
amount of $12.9 million as of December 31, 
1955. Simply stated, there has been a net 
reduction of 484,516 delinquent _accounts in 

the amount of $162.3 million during calendar 
year 1955, as shown in the table which fol-
lows: · 

Delinquent accounts Number Amount 

On han.d, Dec. 31, 1954: 
Assigned to fi.eld collection Millions 
T~°ii<;assiillC<i-to-fieia-oonec:- 1~ ~2~ 74' $l, 6i4. 5 · 

tion force__________________ 382, 510 207. 1 

TotaL •• -------------------- 2, 107, 984 1, 821. 6 

On hand, Dec. 31, 1955: 
Assigned to field collection 

force ________________________ 1, 596, 615 . l, 646. 4 
To be assigned to field collec-

tion force---------------~-- 26, 853 12. 9 

Total.--------------------·-- 1, 623, 468 l, 659. 3 

Net reduction_______________ 484, 516 162. 3 

Very truly yours, 
0. GORDON DELK, 

Deputy Commissioner. 

EXHIBIT 1.-Taxpayer delinquent accounts by type of tax, quarterly (December 1955) inventory 

[Source: Form 1955 Detail Sheets, Decomber 1955] 

Income tax, taxpayer Employment tax, taxpayer All other, taxpayer Total delinquent accounts on hand delinquent accounts on hand delinquent accounts on hand 
Regions 

Number Amount Number Amount Number Amount Number Amount 

101 Atlanta: 
102 Atlanta .. ____ ----- _____ --- ___ -- -- ________ _ 17, 784 $12, 936, 6!:'3. 26 5,889 $3, 572, 771. 07 1,306 $2, 300, 004. 85 24, 979 $18, 809, 469. 18 
103 Birmingham ________ ----- _______ ------- __ _ 11, 476 13, 903, 164. 32 3, 665 1, 965, 215. 06 872 1, 678, 440. 28 16, 003 17, 636, 819. 66 
104 Cclumbia __ ____ -- ------ - -_________________ 8, 700 5, 119, 028. 20 3, 318 822, 119. 84 954 570, 281. 24 12, 972 6, 511, 429. 28 
105 Greensboro. -- -- _ ----- _ ---- ----- ----- -- --- 10, 310 18, 145, 271. 06 4, 318 1, 998, 267. 92 1,059 875, 141.11 15, 687 21, 018, 680. 09 
106 Jackson _______ _ -------_-------- -- _________ 3, 351 1, 874, 233. 74 1, 526 596, 553. 02 354 487, 144. 53 5, 231 2, 957, 931. 29 
107 Jacksonville. _---------- --- ----- ------ ---- 21, 291 40, 704, 504. 77 8,239 4, 996, 151. 87 . 1, 388 3, 661, 040. 47 30, 918 49, 361, 697. 11 
108 Nash ville_---------_----- ______ ----- ______ 9, 133 11, 096, 319. 81 3, 181 1, 601, 697. 63 657 521, 994. 88 12, 971 13, 220, 012. 32 

TotaL-------------------- ------------ -- 82, 045 103, 869, 215. 16 30, 126 15, 552, 776. 41 6, 590 10, 094, 047. 36 118, 761 129, 516, 038. 93 

201 Boston: 
1,' 751 209 Augusta. --- ------ __ ---- ______ --- _________ 1, 360, 301. 41 1, 119 489, 363. 35 148 66, 296. 52 ---3,018~ ·~·~1,"915, 961. 28 

210 Boston. __ -------------------------------- 27, 307 26, 532, 013. 87 11, 122 10, 000, 411. 94 1, 294 1, 302, 930. 45 39, 723 37, 835, 356. 26 
211 Burlington.----__________ -___ -- _____ -_____ 713 180, 911.18 441 145, 096. 27 91 83, 963. 04 1, 245 . 409,'970. "49 
212 

Hartford .. ________________________________ 15, 6'!.7 11, 478, 332. 91 5,079 3, 298, 977. 26 513 570,825. 76 ·- ·21,"'219 · ... --: 15,.3.48, 135. !l3 
213 Portsmouth_---- _____ ____ __ ~ _____________ _ 1, 432 1, 744, 258. 25 840 310, 676.22 75 124, 096. 57 2,347 2, 179, 031.'()4 
214 Providence. __ ------- ______ ----- ____ _. ____ _ 4, 612 5, 892, 874. 38 1, 259 894, 222.10 114 386, 708. 77 5,985 7, 173, 805. 25 

'r_o~al. --- -- --~ - -- ---- ------ ------- ---- - 51, 442 47, 188, 692. 00 19,860 15, 138, 747. 14 < 2, 235 2; 534, 821. 11 73, 537 64, S6f '· 260 . .25 
301 Chicago: 
315 C h4:8.go _____ ---- ---- ------ --- --- --- ------- 9·3, 511 64, 654, 342. 36 22,891 15, 915, 033. 71 3,420 7, 274, 133. 27 119,822 87, 843, 509. 34 
316 Detroit ___ ---------------- ________________ 63, 011 55, 281, 810. 11 16, 325 10, 808, 182. 55 2,233 2, 814, 232. 78 81, 569 68, 904, 225. 44 
317 Milwaukee. _ ---------------------C------- 10, 145 13, 448, 227. 83 3, 781 2, 087, 500. 52 3!l6 743, 876. 44 14, 322 16, 279, 604. 79 
318 Springfield-------------------------------·- 8, 859 6, 048, 445. 22 3, 381 1, 627, 535. 26 645 1, 047, 875. 59 12, 885 8, 723, 856. 07 

Total.-------------------- ---------- ---- 175, 526 139, 432, 825. 52 46,378 30, 438, 252. 04 6,694 11, 880, 118. 08 228, 598 181, 751, 195. 64 

401 Cincinnati: 
419 

C incinnatL. ______________________________ 
20, 348 9, 541, 182. 70 3, 630 1, 947, 441. 26 445 1, 197, 285. 25 24, 423 12, 685, 909. 21 

420 Clevllland. __ ----- _ -------- ---- ---- ----- -- 36, 632 28, 109, 544. 75 8, 720 5, 523, 283. 73 l, 104 1, 915, 010. 25 46, 546 35, 547, 838. 73 
421 Columbus . _--------- ----- ------------- --- 9, 543 5, 807, 403. 95 1,290 657, 347.06 177 160, 050.14 11,010 6, 624, 801. 15 
422 Ihdianapolis __ -- _____________________ -_ --- 16, 768 16, 103, 896. 72 4, 767 2, 953, 720. 13 738 1, 702, 634. 07 22, 273 20, 760, 250. 92 
423 

Louisville_ ---_____________________________ 9, 258 11, 067, 358. 51 2, 934 1, 228, 281. 32 771 877, 329. 31 12, 963 13, 172, 969.14 
424 Parkersburg __ ------------------ - --------- 8, 398 8, 979, 751. 48 2,257 1, 376, 158. 66 439 271, 193. 30 11,094 10, 627, 103. 44 
425 Richmond. __________________________ - -- -- 23, 065 17, 529, 876. 86 5, 147 2, 663, 135. 29 1, 120 1, 688, 817. 26 29, 332 21, 881, 829. 41 
426 Toledo ______ ----- ________________________ _ 3,~76 2, 421, 443. ~3 785 393, 421. 06 94 82, 108. 95 4, 855 2, 896, 973. 94 

Total------------ ---- - ~.- ------ ---- --•• : - 127, 988 99, 560, 458. 90 29, 530 16, 742, 788. 51 4, 978 7, 894, 428. 53 162, 496 124, 197; 675. 94 

501 Dallas: 
527 Albuquerque. - _________ : __ ·_ -_ - -_ - ------- - 2, 774 1, 843, 031. 53 1, 994 853, 894. 55 310 263, 803. 54 5,078 2, 960, 729. 62 
528 Austin------------------------------------ 11, 018 9, 088, 606. 03 6, 580 2, 702, 774. 57 793 962, 625.15 18, 391 12, 754, 005. 75 
529 Dallas. _____ ------------------ ___ ------- -- 14, 738 11, 780, 058. 08 6,816 3, 608, 220. 71 866 948, 788. 69 22, 420 16, 337, 067. 48 
530 Little Rock _____________________ ---~-- -- -- 2,678 1, 674, 826. 09 1, 259 319, 961. 69 245 113, 650. 40 4, 182 2, 108, 438. 18 
531 

New Orleans ______________________________ 9,097 9, 531, 536. 77 4, 261 2, 260, 578. 68 867 1, 821, 473. 72 14, 225 13, 613, 589. 17 
532 Oklahoma CitY--------------------------- 5,1!03 6, 619, 900. 95 3, 123 1, 825, 878. 19 529 975, 285. 27 9,455 9, 421, 064. 41 

Total. -- ---------------- --_ ----- ----- ~ -- 46, 108 40, 5'J'l, 959. 45 24, 033 11, 571, 308. 39 3, 610 5, 085, 626. 77 73, 751 - .. 57, 194, 894. 61 

601 New York City: 
633 Albany __ -------~------------------------- 8,822 7, 241, 533. 66 4, 770 3, 454, 402. 53 654 578, 994. 65 14, 246 11, 274, 930. 84 
634 Brooklyn ____ -- __________________ ___ ______ 59, 960 101, 497, 850. 39 37, 482 24, 523, 884. 76 3,490 7, 318, 051. 77 100, 932 133, 339, 786. 92 
635 B u1falo ________ --___ - -- ----- ---- --- --- ---- 12, 830 8, 525, 442. 69 4, 756 2, 916, 655. 39 617 616, 219.15 18, 203 12, OQS, 317,.23 
636 Lower Manhattan------------------------· 25, 056 143, 922, 610. 48 25, 952 20, 573, 162. 41 2, 333 4, 981, 076. 42 53, 341 169/476; 849. 31 
698 Puerto Rico. __ ------------------------~-- 1, 391 306, 561. 69 1, 853 252, 580. 38 5 63, 102. 58 3, 249 622, 244. 65 
638 Syracuse _____ ______ --- -- -------- -------- -- 6,275 3, 391, 748. 40 2, 565 1, 664, 304. 71 468 339, 795. 74 9,308 .5, 395, 848. 85 
637 Upper Manhatta_n ________________________ 72~545 151, 566, 563. 70 31, 922 32, 691, 187.. 54 5, 100 10, 841, 024. 02 109, 567 ~95, 098, 775. 26 

~otal----------------------------------- 186, 879 416, 452, 311. 01 109, 300 86, 076, 177. 72 12, 667 24, 738, 264. ·33 '- 30s; 84q . ;~·;;A2i.,2661 753.·oo 

701 Omaha: 
739 Aberdeen._----------------_------------~_ 1, 765 1, 267, 833. 94 . 604 248, 973. 89 119 97, 169. 23 - •J<»" 2; 48!f --"~( 1, 613, 977. 06 
740 Cheyenne--------------------------------- 1,309 674, 142. 90 727 256, 547. 69 • --~ 17¥ 413, '539. 81 2, 215 1, 344, 230. 40 
741 Denver .. -------------•------------------- 6,245 ll, 921, 413. 58 3,056 1, 642, 399. 55 . 44 396, 857. 75 9, 748 7, 960, 670. $8 
742 Des Moines------------------------------- 3;317 7, 199, 169. 93 1, 596 749,072.00 294 251, 940. 91 5, 207 8, 200, 182. 84 
743 Fargo _______ ----------------------------:.- 895 636, 100.12 578 217, 937.13 134 157, 049.40 l, 607 1, OH, 136. 65 
744 

Kansas City _________________ : ____________ 
5,326 7, 963, 158. 06 2,030 1, 146, 641. 36 259 323, 677. 84 7, 615 9, 433, 477. 26 

745 Omaha._--------------------------------- 1, 901 2, 582, 942. 88 638 480,083. 97 158 301, 419. 06 2, 697 3, 364, 445. 91 
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EXHIBIT 1.-Taxpayer-delinquent accounts by type of tax, quarterly (December 1955) inventory-Continued 

[Source: Form 1955 Detail Sheets, December 1955] 

Income tax, taxpayer Employment tax, taxpayer All other, taxpayer 
delinquent accounts on hand delinquent accounts on_ hand delinquent accounts on band 

Regions 

Number Amount Number Amount Number Amount Number 

Total 

Amount 

Omaha-Continued . . 
746 St. Louis.-------------------------------- 6, 958 $10, 085, 650. 90 $8, 407, 369. 43 2, 686 $1, 323, 248. 26 355 $355, 033. 21 9,999 

6, 126, 248. 49 3, 110 2, 093, 897. 27 487 747 st. PauL-------------------- ------------- 6, 019 9, 270, 700. 41 
748 . Wi9hjta--------.,-------------------------- 6, 986 6, 757, 858. ~ 

1, 050, 554. 65 9,616 
5, 481, 358. 34 2, 912 1, 018, 508. 27 381 257, 992. 29 10, 279 

1-----1-------1----~11-------1-----1-------1----·I-------

.. TotaL _____ ;·-------------·-···---------l=-==40=, 7=.2=l=l=======l=====ll======;l=====l=======l==='====I==·=· =59~, =04=2,;,,' 3=3=1.=21 46, 259, 787. 67. -· 17, 937 ,9, 177, 309. 39 2, 813 3, 605, 234. 15 61, 471 

·801 Philadelphia: 
849 . Baltimore--------------------------------- 84, 492 62, 497, 224. 45. 54, 989, 772. ;38 9, 577 5, 773, 385. 50 1, 792 l, 734, OBQ~ 5__7 

-~~ ~~~~;~---~~====~================ == ==::= ==== . ~~: m 16, 896, 707. 75 
852 Bhiladelphia ____________ ._._, _______ ~ __ .:;.:_ __ 66, 620 ~~; ~~:; ~: ~~ 

95, ,86J 
13, 211, 643.15 3, 684 2, 657, 984. 25 547 1 027, 080. 35 16, 958 
51, 713, 451. 67 23, 673' 22, 244, 526. 78 2,585 5, 835, 964. 16 . 84.883 
53, 746, 591. 42 17, 918 17, 060, J34. 24 3,0~6 3, 937, 611. 0_7 . 87, 594 

.. ~~ ~ ~~~~~1:n~~~~==================~==~==~ ===== l .. 2~: ~~ ~:-~~: ~~: i~ 
~5 W~ing~n _____ ; ______ ~~~-----------~· __ 3_,83_4~--~-~--~~-~~ii~--~--~---~~~~-~~--i---~~---3_;_M_9_,9_28_._7_3 

23, 9~7, 182. 16. 6, 651 5, 070, 938. 43 1,358 ~. 107, 207. 1_4 - 34, _891 
4, 614, 994. 23 1, 74.3 • 2, 324, 223. 08 . 177 294,050_. 88 6, 659 

•3, 117, 064. 18 683 · 327, 924. 93 ' I - 69 194, 939. 62 4, 586 

001 
956 
957 
958 
959.' 
960 
961 
962 
963 ' 
964 
965 

.101 
102 
103 
104 
105 
106 
107 
108 

201 
209 
210 
211 
212 
213 
214 

301 
315 
316 
317 
318 

401 
419 
420 
421 
422 ' 
423 
424 
425 
426 

501 
527 
528 
529 
530 
531 
532 

601 
633 
634 
635 

Total----------------------------------- l==2=5=7=, 9=1=9 =l=======l=====l=======l========l==========l===~=l==27=4,;,,, 9=4=9,::::7=36=.=19 
205, 350, 699. 19 63, 929 55, 468, 117. 21 9, s84 14, l30, 919. 79 '331, 432 

1, 405, 988. 43 1,099 472, 819. 51 168 109, 486.17 2, 949 
1, 961, 348. 95 831 333, 265. 41 151 280, 889. 25 2, 912' 
3, 266, 212. 22 1, 196 876, 086.14 240 203,320. 95 3, 835 

57, 859, 349. 68 22,429 19, 796, 004. 78 2, 771 6, 113, 982. 52 105, 039 
3, 502, 403. 19 2,059 1, 327, 348. 74 268 228, 005. 77 7,023 
9, 027, 537. 39 3,950 2, 281, 809. 9J 552 1, 119, 794. 93 ll,M6 
4, 836, 130. 51 1, 195 1, 470, 181. 47 193 391, 641. 58 3, 782 
2, 584, 690. 27 l, 491 809, 124. 82 -192 167, 038. 32 4, 668 

73, 660, 760. 70 17, 509 ll, 951, 569. 42 3, 220 3, 370, 887. 18 73, 245 
11, 345, 352. 83 6, 417 5, 409, 549. 97 762 1, 530, 507. 05 22,M4 

San Francisco: 
Boise------------------------------------- 1, 682 1, 988, 294.11 
Helena.----------------------------------- 1, 930 2, 575, 503. 61 ·Honolulu __ _. __________________ : ____ :._ _____ 2, 399 4, 345, 619. 31 
Los Angeles------------------------------- 79, 839 83, 679, 336. 98 
Phoenix------------------------------ ---- . 4, 696 5, 057, 757. 70 
Portland---~--!---------'---~ -------·;~----- · 7, 134 12, 429, 142. 29 
Reno :_~ ____ ; ___ ·------------- ~-- -·-- ~ ------ 2, 394 6, 697, 953. 56 

~~ ~:~;<:~~~~====================== == ==== 5~: ~~g 8~; g~: ~~~: i5 seattle ____________________________________ 1 __ 1_5_, 4_5_5_
1 
_______ 

1 
____ _:..

1 
_______ 

1 
_____ 

1 
_______ 

1 
____ 1 ___ 18_, _28_5_, 4_o_o._85 

Total _______________ : ____ ~-----·--------- 171, 030 169, 449, 774. 17 58, 176 44, M7, 760. 23 8, 517 13, 515, 553. 72 237, 723 227, 603, 088. 12 

Grand totaL--------------------------- 1, 139, 658 1, 268, 101, 723. 07 399, 269 284, ~3, 237. 041 57, 688 93, 479, 013. 841 ' 1, 596, 615 1, 646, 383, 973. 95 

EXHIBIT 2.-Analysis of t/i,xpayer delinquent accounts in DARB pending on Dec. 31, 1955 

· :M:mta~y cases Fore!gli cases Proof of claim ca.cies .:A?dit a(fjustnient cases 
: 

,. 

Hegioris 
. .. . 

Num- Nuni- Num- I Num- -
ber of Per: Amount Per- bei: of Per- Amount Per- ber of Per-· Aniount Per- ber of Per- Amount Per-- cent' cent cent cent cent cent cent cent cases cases cases . cases 

----------
' - . 

Atlanta: _ -
--1, 450 

.. -
Atlanta. __ --·-________________ 44. 4 U46, 443 2.1 4 0.1 $1, 365 ____ .,._ 847 25. 9 $2, 806, 272 ·40. 5 405 12. 4 $895, 813 12. 9' 
Birmingham ___ ----------~-- 1, 320 38.1 123, 867 1. 2 8 .2 1, 583 1, 278 36. 8 972, 667 '9. 2 163 4. 7 4, 067, 815 38. 5 
Columbia __ ----------------- 694 . 43 .. 8 57, 408 2. 1 4 .3 1, 140 ------ 379 23. 9 468, 821 16. 9 133 8.4 145, 290 5. 2 
Greensboro _____ ------------- 1, 803 41.4 156, 870 1.0 11 .3 2,081 ------ 594 13. 6 620, 104 3. 9 655 15.0 474, 386 2. 9 

.Jackson. ___ -~---------------- 4.17 53.6 38, 667 3. 7 3 .4 450 ------ 171 22.0 253, 730 24. 5 51 6.6 19, 550 -1. 9 
Jacksonville __ ----------- ____ 1, 253 30.3 144, 972 .8 15 .4 6, 592 1, 710 41. 3 5, 415, 021 29.0 532 12. 9 540, 465 2. 9 
N,ash ville _____ ~ _________ --_ -- 1, 281 43.-4 119, 102 2. 7 8 .3 2,030 ------ M6 21. 6 1, 481, 875 33. 9 441 14. 9 510,334 11. 7 

---
TotaL_.: ___________ ~------ 8, 218 40.0 787, 329 1. 3 53 .3 15, 241 5, 615 27.3 12, 018, 490 19. 9 2,380 11. 6 6, 653, 653 11.0 

---•' Boston: 
Augusta __ --_______ -- ____ --__ 211 35. 6 17, 540 1. 5 6 1.0 688 0.1 237 40.0 176, 747 15.1 63 10.·6 285, 602 24.,5 
Boston. --------------------- 1, 240 17. 5 103, 965 .6 8 .1 2,497 ------ 2, 741 38. 8 5, 956, 663 36. 7 1,278 18.1 889, 993 5. 5 
Burlington.: ________________ 53 29.6 4, 557 . 2. 9 2 1.1 319 .2 65 36.3 95, 600 61.4 29 16. 2 43, 302 27.8 
Hartford ___ ----------------- 327 12. 2 28,084 .4 9 .3 5, 598 .1 556 20.8 905,095 11.8 M2 23.6 . 1, 838, 931 23. 9 
Portsmouth_---------------- 216 34. 2 16, 352 1. 0 4 .6 3,026 .2 154 24.4 136, 438 . 8.4 . 101 16.0 46, 872 2.9 
Providence __________________ 674 45.8 58, 454 1. 6 -------- ------ ------------ ------ 492 33.4 1,093, 7~ 29.0 81 5. 5 34, ~54 .9 

---
TotaL--------~------- : ____ 2, 721 21. 6 228, 952 .7 29 .2 12, 128 ------ '4,245 33.6 8,364, 328 27.3 2, 184 17. 3 . 3, 139, 054 10.2 

--- ---
Chicago: Chicago _____________________ 6,628 27.3 364, 181 1.0 -----50- ~----82;116- ---:3· 2,54/i 10.5 12, 867,464 36.8 12, 095 49. 8 9, 789, 444 28.0 

Detroit_ _______ -------------- 2, 581 29.1 223,866 • 7 .6 2,001 22.5 7,028, 103 21. 6 . 2, 717 30.6 17, 787, 296 54. 7 
Milwaukee~----------------- 680 . 2(). 6 . 58, 125 .6 11 .3 1,835 ------ 1, 178 35. 7 3, 569, 273 36.3 1,082 32.8 1, 617, 035 16. 5-
Springfield ________ .:_-------- 1, 757 46. 6 140, 947 3.4 4 .1 1, 169 ------ 668 17. 7 1, 122, 224- 27.0 . 908 - 24.1 - 671, 008 16.1 --- ---

TotaL ________ ~ _____ ---- ___ 11, 646 28.9 787, 119 1.0 65 . • 2 85, 720 .1 6,392 15. 9 24, 587, 064 30. 2 ' 16, 802 41.8 . 29, 864, 783 36.6 
--- ---

Cincinnati: 
Cincinnati__ __ -~------- : ____ 532 30. 6 51, 652 .9 4 .2 2, 792 ------ 545 31.3 1, 078, 529 19. 0 320 18. 4 194, 503 3.4 
Cleveland_-------------- ____ 1, 329 22.0 119, 967 . 7 47 .8 123, 105 .8 1, 731 28. 6 3, 950, 882 21. 6 2, 226 36.8 3, 918, 354 21.4 
Columbus----------------~-- 640 46.5 56, 250 2. 9 1 .1 117 ------ 416 30.3 734, 506 37. 6 180 13.1 100, 392 5.1 Indianapolis _________ : _____ __ 2,941 M.5 264, 751 1. 9 12 .3 4, 721 ------ 745 16.1 2, 421, 302 17. 6 223 4.8 2, 723, 950 19. 8 
Louisville ____ --------------- 1, 174 30. 2 145, 183 1. 7 ------ ------------ ---:2- 4.85 12. 5 1, 950, 108 23.3 1,859 47.9 2, 790, 092 33. 4 Parkersburg _________________ 1, 183 56.3 105, 372 I. 8 11 .5 9, 172 520 24.8 1, 233,471 21. 6 194 9. 2 2,853, 307 50.0 Richmond ___________________ 1, 091 35.3 107, 784 1. 2 7 .2 3, 127 ------ 775 25.1 3, 298, 738 37.1 541 17. 5 218, 396 2.5 
Toledo ______ -------- ________ 383 46. 7 35, 592 2.0 1 .1 65 ------ 199 24.3 452, 968 26.0 131 16.0 52, 312 2.9 

--- ---
TotaL--------------------- 9, 273 39. 2 886, 551 1.4 83 .4 143, 099 .2 5, 416 22. 9 15, 120, 504 23.5 5, 674 24.0 12,~1,306 19.9 

--- ---
Dall~: 'Albuquerque _______________ _ 147 24. 7 1,3,011 1. 7 6 1. 0 3,022 .4 220 37.0 182,679 23. 8 87 14. 6 174, 880 22.8 

Austin ___ ------------------- 920 36. 2 83, 233 1. 9 42. 1. 7 29, 451 .7 413 16.3 816, 511 18.4 569 · 22. 4 477, 463 10. 8 
Dallas _____ ------------~----- 1, 498 49. 9 127, 482 2:4 15 .9 16, 199 .3 331 11.0 2,340, 432 43.3 590 19. 7 833, 295 15.4 Little Rock __________________ 3~8 37.6 . 34, 958 3.8 3 .3 4.64 .1 182 18.6 149, 187 16. 4 277 28.3 175, 361 19. 2 
New Orleans __ -------------- 359 13. 6 38,040 .5 10 .4 7,656 .1 672 .25.4 1,297, 758 16. 7 805 30.4 749, 597 9. 7 
Oklahoma CitY-------------- 377 25.3 34, 689 .8 19 1.3 99, 411 2. 2 374 25. l 497,431 10. 9 200 13.4 442, 721 9. 7 

--- ---
TotaL---··-···········--·- 3,669 32.6 331, 413 1. 4 95 .8 156,203 .7 2, 192 .19. 5 5, 283, 998 22. 2 2,528 22. 5 2, 853,317 12.0 

---
New York City: Albany ______________________ 

508 25. 8 43, 187 1. 2 32 1.6 74, 716 2. 0 639 32. 4 995, 872 27.3 324 16.4 133, 977 3. 7 Brooklyn _______ ~ ____________ 636 11. 0 61, 999 .2 -----13- ---:9- ------2;984- ---:1· 1, 174 20. 4 8, 725,620 32.1 1, 637 28.4 2, 267, 915 8.3 
Buffalo~- ____ •• ------ ________ 137 9. 5 12, 451 .3 542 37.4 699, 250 17. 4 315 21. 7 127, 704 3. 2 
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EXHIBIT 2.-Analysis of taxp.ayer delinquent accounts in DARB pending on · Dec .. 31, 1955~Continued 

Military cases Foreign cases Proof of claim cases Audit adjustment cases 

-Regions Num- Num- Num- Num-Per- Per- Per- Per- Per- Per- Per- Per-ber of cent Amoiint cent ber of cent Amount cent ber of cent Amount cent ber of cent Amount cent cases cases cases cases 
--- ---

.New York City-Continued 
$132, 373 $14, 787, 874 636 

698 
638 
637 

701 
739 
740 
741 
742 
743 
744 
745 
746 
747 
748 

801 
849 
850 
851 
852 
853 
854 
855 

901 
956 
957 
958 
959 
960 
961 
962 
963 
964 
965 

lQl 
102 
103 
104 
105 
106 
107 
108 

201 
. 209 

210 
211 
212 
213 
214 

301 
315 
316 
317 
318 

401 
419 

. 420 
421 
422 

. 423 
424 
425 
426 

$23, 84'i 19 .3 .2 3,084 53. 8 25. 1 303 5. 3 $7, 629, 965 Lower Manhattan __________ _ 171 3.0 ------ 12. 9 
Puerto Rico.--------------- - 29 4. 0 3,064 1.0 4 • 5 1, 377 . • 4 151 2Q. 6 87, 910 28.1 506 68. 9 89, 889 28. 7 
Syracuse. __ .---------------- 525 35. 7 49,057 2. 0 9 .6 1, 595 .1 395 26. 9 1, 381, 967 56.4 210 14. 3 185, 882 7.6 Upper Manhattan ___________ 198 1. 3 16, 613 ------ 47 .3 844, 379 1. 3 4,640 31'.4 24, 279, 268 36.1 • &, 404 · 36.6 -12, 761, 782 19. 0 

--- --- --- ---
TotaL--------------------- 2, 204 6. 9 210, 218 .1 124 .4 1, 057, 424 .6 10, 625 33. 3 50, 957, 761 31.1 8,699 27.3 23, 197, 114 14.1 

--- ---
Omaha: 

Aberdeen ____ ---------------_ 317 63.4 26, 952 7. 2 1 .2 34 ------ 6 1. 2 2, 347 .6 75 15.0 67, 799 18.0 
Cheyenne. __ ------------.---_ 79 21. 5 6, 562 1.1 8 2. 2 5, 339 .9 97 26.4 95, 703 16.-4 102 · 27. 7 355, 355 60. 7 Denver _____ _________ ------- _ 249 19.1 25, 525 .6 6 . 5 1, 113 ------ 256 19. 6 383, 297 9. 6 363 27.8 1, 059, 779 26.5 Des Moines ______________ ___ 380 33.5 35, 091 . 7 6 .5 896 ------ 29.5 26.0 579, 705 10.8 159 14. 0 1, 608, 086 30.0 Fargo _______________________ 94 37. 6 7, 001 2.0 -------- ------ ------------ ------ 35 14. 0 59, 638 16. 7 48 19. 2 76, 598 21.5 Kansas City _______________ __ 244 15. 7 20, 002 .3 1 .1 233 ------ 498 32.1 428, 300 7.4 526 33.9 3, 136, 603 54. 5 
Omaha. __ ------ ___________ :_ 214 28.9 17, 948 . 7 1 .1 403 ------ 98 13. 2 325, 607 12. 8 245 33. 1 333,405 13. 1 St. Louis ____________________ 352 23.4 - 29, 764 . 5 2 .1 136 ---- -- 394 26. 2 1, 908, 242 33.1 357 23. 7 986, 942 17.1 
St. Paul.---------------- ---- 403 21. 0 43, 135 1. 0 28 1. 5 11, 292 .3 683 35. 7 1, 283, 703 30.0 369 19. 3 531,~ 12.4 
Wichita . __ ------------ --- __ _ 525 30. 2 53, 094 1.3 6 • 3 2, 764 .1 445 25. 6 447, 759 10. 7 . 389 · 22.4 2, 357, 766 56.3 ---

TotaL __ ------~- --------- __ 2,857 25. 9 265, 074 .8 59 • 5 22, 210 .1 2,807 25. 5 5, 514, 301 16. 6 2,633 23.9 10, 514, 142 31. 7 

Philadelphia: 
13. 3 Baltimore __ _ ----- ________ --- 6, 682 . 46. 6 862, 484 2.6 3, 417 23. 8 2, 496, 420 7.5 1, 911 20, 592, 461 62. 2 1, 273 58.9 1, 921, 275 5.8 Camden _____ ___________ _____ 427 30.0 36, 802 .4 11 .8 2,053 ------ 271 19.' 0 202, 744 2.0 360 25.3 6, 366, 492 62. 3 

Newark. -- --- ------ --------- 936 14.1 94, 512 .4 24 . 4 11, 594 --- --- 1, 906 28.8 8, 875, 138 32.9 693 - 10. 5 1, 241, 357 4.6 
Philadelphia. __ -------- ----- 2,471 27. 6 220, 299 . 9 23 . 3 117, 651 .5 2, 173 24. 2 9, 054, 038 36. 3 . 3,017 33.6 3, 724, 791 14. 9 Pittsburgh __________________ 1, 013 32. 5 82, 893 . 5 124 4. 0 16, 166 .1 779 25.0 2, 368, 721 14. 3 464 14. 9 1, 185, 277 7.1 
Scranton. ___ ---------------- 590 41. 1 52, 874 1. 4 2 .1. 2, 066 .1 241 16.8 746, 107 19. 7 310 21. 6 395, 523 10.5 Wilmington ________________ _ 42 12. 4 3, 195 • 2 ----- --- ------ ------------ ------ 73 21: 5 694, 172 40. 2 144 42.4 53, 661 3.1 ---

TotaL _____________ ------ __ 12, 161 33. 5 1, 353, 059 1. 2 3, 601 9.9 2, 645, 950 2.3 7,354 20.3 42, 533,381 36.3 6, 261 17.3 14,888, ~76 12. 7 
---

San Francisco: -Boise .. __ -- __________ : _______ 178 43. 3 34, 509 4.1 5 1. 2 955 .1 113 27. 5 93, 345 11. 2 -46 11. 2 53, 166 6.4 
Helena.----------------- ---- 107 22. 3 ~~: ~~~ .6 7 1. 5 522 ------ 71 14. 8 57, 317 3. 3 ... 129 26. 9 83, 559 4.8 Honolulu __________________ __ 160 24. 4 1. 2 8 1. 2 1, 679 .1 82 12. 5 158, 096 11.1 261 39. 8 86, 420 6.1 
Los Angeles- -------------.--- 3, 206 21.0 355, 029 1. 6 138 . 9 851, 861 3. 9 3, 570 23.4 9, 181, 676 42. 0 7, 237 47. 3 6, 498, 052 29. 7 Phoenix. _____ ----- ___ __ _____ 348 36. 2 32, 744 1. 9 7 • 7 2,038 .1 222 23.1 219, 337 12. 7 134 13. 9 146, 829 8. 5 Portland. _____________ --- - __ 833 38. 2 87, 196 1. 9 10 . 5 2, 809 .1 631 28. 9 1, 149, 326 25.4 4'5"5 ~.8 844, 862 18: 7 
Reno .. ______ ____ --- _ -- -- -- -- 51 16. 3 5, 218 .2 31 9. 9 223, 485 10, 6 127. 40. 7 579, 346 27.5 36 11. 5 70, 007 3.3 Salt Lake City ______________ 215 30. 4 1:8, 695 . 1. 7 2 .3 803 .1 328 46. 4 375, 248 33 8 34 4.8 23, 813 2.1 San Francisco _______________ 2, 188 23. 4 204, 322 .4 136 1. 5 41, 809 " 1 3, 144 33. 7 6,-820, 504 13. 3 2, 727 29.2 32, 557, 393 63. 6 
Seattle. __ ----~---------- ---- 2, 582 51. 7 210, 375 3.8 64 1. 3 78, 506 1. 4 913 18. 3 1, 422, ?69 .25. 7 1, 064 26.3 1, 630, 870 29.5 --- ---

TotaL _________________ -- -- 9, 868 22. 9 974, 811 1.1 408 1. 2 1, 204, 457 · 1. 3 9, 201 26.0 20, 056, 964 21.8 12, 123 34. 3 41, 994, 971 45.6 
---

~I· 5, 824, 526 
---GrandtotaL ______________ 62, 617 .9 4, 517 2.0 5, 342, 442 .8 53, 847 24. 2 184, 436, 791 27. 6 59, 284 26. 6 145, 956, 716 21.9 

NOTE.-Owing to rounding, components shown do .not always add to totals. 
.. 

EXHIBIT 2.-Analysis of ta:r;payer delinquent accounts in DARB pending Qn !lee. 31, 1955.:..._Contiritied 

Postponement bond and escrow 
agreements Tax Court cases pending . Offers in compromise .Total inventory in 

DARB pending 

Regions 

Atlanta: 

Num
ber of 
cases 

Atlanta ______ ------------------------_ 1 
Birmingham____________________ ___ ___ 28 
Columbia.~-----:. --------------------- 22 Greensboro _______________________ ---- 20 

~:~~~g~v-ilfe-_·==~==:::::::::::: :::===== 4~ 
Nash ville_____________________________ 8 

Per
·cent 

.8 
1. 4 
.5 
. 3 

1. 0 
.3 

Amount 

$30, 173 
228, 478 
31, 399 
18, 877 
37, 417 

872, 226 
89, 447 

Per
cent 

o. 4 
2. 2 
1. 1 
.l 

3. 6 
4. 7 
2. 0 

~~~11~~-1-~~~-1~~ 

Num
ber of 
cases 

55 
247 
29 

377 
11 

135 
22 

Per
uent 

1. 7 
7.1 
1. 8 
8. 7 
1. 4 
3. 3 
. 7 

Amount· 

$286, 255 
2, 753, 527 

710, 340 
6, 487,440 

244,049 
9, 319, 338 

318, 825 

Per- -~~~f Per-
cent cases cent 

4.1 
26.0 
25. 6 
40. 3 
23. 5 
49. 9 
7.3 

505 
425 
324 
894 
123 
453 
554 

15. 5 
12. 3 
20. 4 
20. 5 
15. 8 
10. 9 
18. 8 

Amount 

$2, 758, 765 
2,430, 762 
1,365, 714 
8, 338, 958 

442, 996 
2, 385, .759. 
l, 846, 689 

Per- Number 
·cent of cases 

39. 9 
23.0 
49.1 
51. 8 
42. 7 
12 .. 8 
42.3 

3,267 
3,469 
1,585 ' 
4,354 

778 
4,1.40 
2,950 

Total ~-----~--------:_______________ 123 
======l====l=========I==== 

876 . 4. 3 20, 119, 774 33. 3 3, 278 16. 0 19, 569, 643 32. 4 .. 20, 543 . 6 l, 308, 017 2. 2 

Boston: 
Augusta.----------------------------- :;9 4. 9 529, 062 45. 3 -------- ------ ------------ ------
Boston________________________________ 9 • 1 38, 684 • 2 77 1. 1 2, 313, 599 14. 3 
Burlington ____________________________ -------- ------ ------------ ------ -------- ------------ ------
Hartford______________________________ ------------ 18 • 7 246, 830 3. 2 
Portsmouth_________________________ 1 . • 2 107, 045 6. 6 -------- ------ ------------ ------
Providence._------------------------- · 18 . 1. 2 351, 433 9. 3 - ------- ----- ------------ ------

' 47 
1, 715 

30 
1, 135 

156 
208 

7_9 
24.3 
16. 8 
42.4 
24. 7 
14.1 

157,.540 
6, 928, 788 

11, 910 
4,660, 763 
1, 318, 074 
2,227, 932 

13. 5 
42. 7 
7.6 

60. 6 
81..0 
59. 2 

Total·----------------------------- 57 . 5 1, 026, 224 3. 3 95 • 8 2, 560, 429 8. 4 .3, 291 26. 1 15,-305, 001 50 •. o 

593 
7,068 

179 
2,677 

632 
- 1,473 

12, 622 

Amount 

$6, 925,087 
10, 578, 697 

: 2, 780, 110 
16, 098, 716 
1,036,860 

18, 684, 372 
4, 368,302 

60, 472, 144 

. 1, 167, 179 
16, 234, 189 

155, 688 
7, 685,302 
1, 627,807 
3, 765, 958 

30, 636, 123 

Chicago: . . . =====!======!:========= 
Chicago ______________________________ -------- ------ --------- --- ------

~'il~~~ee====::::::::::::::::::::::: 3 ------ -----~~~~~~- ---~~-
Springfield---------------------------- 14 • 4 57, 118 1. 4 

Total. __ ------~- _________ ~ ________ _ 
17 ----- - 87, 4i5 .1 

93 
153 
38 
40 

324 

.4 
1. 7 
1. 2 
1.1 

4, 304, 829 12. 3 
l, 262, 660 3. 9 
1, 590, 365 16. 2 

692, 427 16. 6 

2,928 
1, 378 

310 
378 

12.1 
15. 5 
9.4 

10.0 

1, 668, 215 2t. 9 24, 289 
6, 097( 318. 18. 8 .... 8,.883 
2, 984, 310 30. 4 3, 299 
1, 475, 270 35. 5 3, 769 

34, 994, 193 
32, 512, 256 

. ~:i~&:m 
81, 487, 553 • 8 . 7, 850, 281 9. 6 4, 9g4 i2. ~ 18,_ 225, 173 22. 4 . 40, 240 

=======!========= 
C~fu~itL-------------------------- -------- ------ ------------ ------ 124 : 7.1 3, 769, sS5 66. 4 

Cleveland---·-----------.: ______ :_____ 1 ------ 259 191 3. 2 7, 895, 132 43. 2 
Columbus.--------------------------- 3 • 2 4, 834- • 2 114 8. 3 944, 049 48. 4 
Indianapolis__________________________ 26 .• 6 1, 545, 936 . 11. 2 193 . 4. 2 2, 893, 861 21. o 
Louisville _________ .___________________ 23 • 6 201, 646 2. 4 138 3. 6 2, 037, 036 24. 4 

¥~~~~~~~·::-:::::::::::::::::::::::: ------~- ====~= ====~;~=~~= ==;:;: ~ ~.~ ~~~- -Tr ---H~fl~- -~r r 

I 
214 
524 

--21 · 
488 
203 
187 
536 
64 

12.3 
8. 7 
1. 5 

10.5 
5.2 
8.9 

.17.3 
7.8 

579, 6« 10. 2 
"2, 268, 3« 12. 4. 

111, 639 5. 7 
3, 923, 601- 28. 5 
1, 235, 559 14. 8 
1, 2M, .342 22. 0 

' 2, 977,263 .. 33.5 
124,164 6.9 . 

1, 739 
6,049 
1, 375 
4, 628' 
3,882 
2, 100 
.a,.091 

820 

Total. ____ ~----------- __ --~-----~ __ . 58 • 2 ' 2, 002, 100 3. 1 943 4. 0 20, 970, 429 32. 5 2, 237 " 9. 4 fa, 474, 556 i9: 4 · 23, 684 

5, 676, 705 
18, 276, 041 
1, 951, 786 

13, 778, 122 
8, 359,624 
5, 705, 148 
8,890,606 
1, 810, 567 

64,448, 599 
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EXHIBIT 2~~¥4.nal_ysis. of taxpayer delinquent accounts in DARB pending on Dec. 31, 1955-Continued 

R egions 

Postponement bond and escrow 
agreements Tax Court cases pending Offers in compromise Total inventory in 

DARB pending 

Num
ber of 
cases _ 

Per
cent Amount Per

cent 
Num
ber of 
cases 

Per
cent Amount Per

cent 
Num
ber of 
cases 

Per
cent Amount Per- Number 

cent of cases Amount 

501 
527 
528 
529 
530 
531 
532 

D~f~~quero.ue. _ ------ ~ ---- --- -'----. -- -
Austin ________ ------------- ____ • __ • __ _ 
Dallas.------------------------------ -
Little Rock. __ __ ----------- __ ------ __ _ 
New Orleans __________________ ----- -- _ 
Oklahoma CitY-----------~-----------

1 
65 
1 
2 
6 
5 

.2 
2. 6 

.2 

.2 

.3 

$8,044 
374, 639 
119, 083 

2, 524 
1, 763 

150, 489 

1. 0 
8. 4 
2. 2 
.3 

3. 3 

2 
19 
34 
4 

101 
47 

.3 

. 7 
1. 1 
.4 

3. 8 
3.1 

$98 
558, 164 
428, 685 
26, 537 

3, 581, 934 
1, 738, 178 

12. 6 
7. 9 
2. 9 

46. 2 
38. 2 

132 22. 2 
513 20. 2 
533 17. 8 
143 14. 6 
693 26. 2 
471 31. 5 

$386, 298 
2, 100, 584 
1, 535, 563 

523, 188 
2,074, 386 
1, 584, 624 

50. 3 
47.3 
28. 4 
57. 4 
26.8 
34. 8 

TotaL. _ --- -----. --~-------- ----- -- - 80 . 7 656, 542 2. 8 207 1. 8 6, 333, 596 26. 6 2, 485 22. 1 8, 204, 643 34. 4 

601 
633 
634 
635 
636 
698 
638 
637 

New York City: 
AlbanY---- --- ------------------·----- 16 • 8 58, 192 1. 6 43 2. 2 895, 885 24. 6 

~~fi~~~=======================-===== = ~ _ ---~f 1~~: ~~ 3: ~ 
1

~~ !: g i: ~~~: i~~ !~: ! 
Lower Manhattan ____________________ -------- ---~--- --- --------- ---- -- 246 4. 3 23, 227, 7.17 39. 4 
Puerto Rico _________________________ _ -------------- ------------ ------ ___________ _ 
Syracuse_______________________________ 23 l. 6 _384. 766 15. 7 13 . 9 14, 404 . 6 
Upper Manhattan ___________________ _ -- ---- -- --- -- - ------------ ------ 112 . 8 1, 272, OlS 1. 9 

410 
2, 214 

383 
1, 907 

44 
' 295 
4,384 

20. 8 
38.4 
26. 4 
33. 3 
6.0 

20.1 
29. 7 

1, 446, 896 
9, 012, 225 
1, 388, 482 

13, 211, 795 
130, 730 
434, 609 

28, 150,465 

39. 7 
33.1 
34. 5 
22. 4 
41. 8 
17. 7 
41.8 

Total. __ • --- _ ----- _ -• - - ___ - -- -• __ -- _ 41 . 1 589, 527 .4 574 1. 8 34, 207, 784 20. 9 9, 637 30. 2 53, 775, 202 . 32. 8 

701 
739 
740 
741 
742 
743 
744 
745 
746 
747 
748 

Omaha: 
Aberdeen.---------------------------- -------- ------ ------------ ------ 7 1. 4 156, 890 41. 6 
Cheyenne------ ---------------------- - -------- ------------ ----------- - ------
Denver ___ ---------------------------- 13 1. 0 24, 556 . 6 59 4. 5 911, 123 22. 8 · 
Des Moines--------------------------- 17 1. 5 362, 758 6. 8 32 2. 8 336, 454 6. 3 

i~J~as-cii:Y::=========:============== ============ ~~ 
1

g: t ~~~:~~A 4!: ~ -
Omaha __ ----------------------------- 11 1. 5 130, 832 5. 2 30 4. 0 1, 301, 916 51. 3 
St. Louis _____________________________ -------------------------------- 27 1. 8 357, 311 6. 2 
St. Paul------------------------------ 11 . 6 374, 558 8. 8 61 3. 2 837, 923 19. 6 
~ichita ~ --- .-------------------------- 53 3.1 226, 272 5. 4 23 1. 3 247, 613 5. 9 

94 
82 

360 
247 
47 

252 
142 
373 
359 
296 

18. 8 
22.3 
27.6 
21. 7 
18. 8 
16. 2 
19. 2 
24.8 
18. 8 
17.0 

122, 789 
122, 068 

1, 598, 67.8 
2, 432, 441 

54, 601 
1,-929, 486 

425, 957 
2, 487, 286 
1, 198, 020· 

854, 609 

32.6 
20. 9 
39. 9 
45.4 
15. 3 
33. 5 
16. 8 
43.1 
28.0 
20. 4 

Total_----------------- -- --- _ : __ --- - 105 1. 0 1, 118, 976 3. 4 297 2. 7 4, 550, 974 13. 7 2, 252 20. 5 11, 225, 935 33. 8 

801 · Phlladelphia: 
849 Baltimore____________________________ 4 262, 543 . 8 
850 Camden ... --------------------------- 28 2. O 607, 636 5. 9 
851 Newark___ __ ___________________ ______ _ 3 110, 486 . 4 
852 Philadelphia------------------------ -- 8 .1 .192, 624 • 8 
853 Pittsburgh ___________ ---------. ______ . . ___ : ______ _ 
854 Scranton ___ ___ ________________________ -------- ------ ------------ ------
855 Wilmington_ •• ----------------------- ------- ----~- ------------ ------

TotaL ________ _____ .: _. - -- ••.•...••. - 43 • 1 1, 173, 289 1. 0 
---=l====,I== 

San Francisco: 
Boise ------- ------------~---- -------~- 3 . 7 4, 263 . 5 

14 --i~ii- ----669~i93" --6~5-
203 3. 1 5, 010, 973 18. 6 . 
33 . 4 1, 323, 596 5. 3 
99 3. 2 7, 347, 080 44. 3 
52 3. 6 155, 091 4. 1 
31 9. 1 908. 561 52. 7 

~--1--1-----1---

1, 059 
314 

2, 864 
1, 242 

638 
. 240 

50 

7.4 
22.0 
43. 2 
13. 9 
20. 5 
16. 7 
14. 7 

6, 957, 206 
2, 333, 922 

11, 606, 550 
10, 291, 648 

5, 596, 350 
2, 428,330 

65, 680 

21.0 
22. 8 
43.1 
41.3 
33. 7 
64.2 
3.8 

432 1:2 15, 415, 494 13.1 6, 407 17. 7 39, 279, 686 33. 5 

35 8. 5 338, 013 40.·4 
901 
956 
957 
958 
959 
960 
961 
962 
963 
964 
965 

Helena- - ----------------~---------- --- 9 1. 9 978, 619 56.1 ------- ------ ------------ ------
31 

' 157 
119 

1,048 
207 
170 
38 
84 

987 

7. 5 
32, 7 
18.1 
6:9 

21. 5 

312, 487 
612, 688 
487, 504 

37.3 
35. 2 
34. 2 
19. 6 
56. 2 
21. 7 f~ilr~~~-~~~~~~~~~-~~~ ~~~~ -~~-~~~~~~~~ ____ __!_ _~~;- ____ :'.!J~ ___ :J_ 

Reno ___ ------------------------------ ----- --- -------- -- -- ------
Salt Lake City_____________ __ ____ ____ _ 21 3. 0 96, 818 8. 7 
San Francisco____________________ _____ 2 ------ 18, 337 
Seattle_______________________________ _ 1 ------ 154 

Total_---------------- -- --- -- -- -- -- - . 1 1, 288, 781 1. 4 

17 2. 6 
86 .6 
41 4.3 
84 3.8 
29 9. 3 
23 3.3 

149 1. 6 
68 1. 4 

538, 348 37. 8 
630, 421 2. 9. 
355, 399 24. 5 

1, 459, 344 32. 3 
1, 132, 487 53. 7 

402, 950 36. 3 
4, 857, 389 9. 5 
1, 467, 071 26. 5 303 

7.8 
12. 2 
11. 9 
10. 6 
6. 1 

4, 280, 013 
..973, 566 
981, 024 
96, 527 

l!H, 684 
6, 714,019 

727, 690 

4. 6 
17. 3 
13.1 
13.1 

532 1. 5 11, 181, 422 12. 1 3, 144 8. 9 15, 377, 202 16. 7 

595 
2, 541 
3, 002 

9'79 
2, 646 
l, 493 

11, 256 

1, 972 
5, 764 
1, 449 
5, 730 

734 
1, 470 

14, 785 

31, 904 

500 
368 

1, 306 
1, 136 

250 
1, 553 

741 
1, 505 
1, 914 
1, 737. 

$768, 033 
4, 440, 044 
5, 400, 740 

912, 220 
7, 751, 134 
4, 547, 544 

23, 819, 715 

3, 648, 725 
27, 217, 271 
4, 025, 689 

59, 013, 572 
312, 970 

2, 452, 280 
67, 324, 525 

163, 995, 032 

376, 810 
585, 027 

4,004, 071 
5, 355, 431 

356, 770 
5, 757, 436 
2, 536,068 
5, 769, 681 
4, 280, 440 
4, 189, 87.6 

11, 010 - 33, 211, 610 

14, 346 
1, 425 
6, 629 
8, 967 
3, 117 
1, 435 

340 

36, 259 

411 
480 
656 

15, 289 
961 

2, 183 
312 
707 

9,333 
4, 995 

35, 327 

33, 092, 388 
10, 218, 842 
26, 950, 6J,O 
24, 924, 646 
16, 596; 487 
3, 779, 900 
1, 725, 269 

117, 288, 232 

836, 738 
1, 742, 992 
1, 423, 919 

. 21, 848, 605 
1, 733, 514 
4, 524, 561 
2, 107, 070 
1, 110, 011 

51, 213, 773 
5, 537, 435 

92, 078, 618 

Grand total__ ____ _-_________________ _ 
51 

575 • 3 9, 250, 931 1. 4 4, 280 1. 9 123, 189, 183 18. 5 37; 725 16. 9 193, 437, 047 29. 0 222, 8~5 667, 437, 626 

NOTE.-Owing to rounding, components shown do not always add to totals. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, chart 
No. 1 gives a statistical breakdown of 
the outstanding delinquencies in each of 
the collection districts by showing the 
number of accounts and the- amounts 
involved. 

ferred to the field collection force tha~ 
are in an inactive status. This is a fur
ther breakdown of a portion of the items 
appearing in exhibit No. 1. 

charged to each of the collection dis
tricts, along with a percentage computa
tion showing the ·increase or decrease as 
compared to 1954. 

Chart No. 2 shows the number of de
linquent accounts that have.been trans-

. I now ask unanimous consent to have 
incorpo1~ated in -the RECORD a third chart, 
which is a summary showing the amount 
of both 1954 and 1955 delinquent taxes 

There being no objection, the char.t 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

Region 
1954 delin

quent 
taxes 

Atlanta region: -
Atlanta _______________________ $20, 972, 739 
Birmingham __ ---------------- 19, 488, 687 
Columbia _______________ "----- 7, 201, 701 
Greensboro____________________ 26, 395, 319 
Jackson.---------------------- 4, 717, 712 
Jacksonville___________________ 47, 883, 435 

. Na8hville_ -------------------- 12, 463, 047 
Boston region: Augusta _______ .________________ 2, 582, 660 

Boston________________________ 41, 306, 294 
Burlington____________________ 644, 129 
Hartford ___ :._: ___ :. _______ :.____ 15, 271, 158 
Portsmouth ____ ._______________ 3, 252, 731 

Providence----------·-:------- 7, 389, 895 

CII--200 

1955 delin
quent 
taxes -

$18, 809, 469 .. 18 
17, 636, 819. 66 
6, 511, 429. 28 -

21, 018, 680. 09 
2, 957, 931. 29 

49, 361, 697. 11 
13, 220, 01.2. 32 

Percent of Percent of 
increase, decrease, 
1!!55 Qver 1955 over 

1954 1954 

10 
9 
9 

20 
---------- 37 . 

3 ----------
6 ----------

1, 9l5, 961. 28 ---------- 25~~ 
37, 835, 356. 26 ---------- 8% 409, 910. 49: ______ : __ 36~ 

15, 348, 135. 93 - ~ -----------
2, 179, 031. 04 33 

Region 
1954 delin

quent 
t axes 

1955 delin
quent 
taxes 

Chicago region: · · . 
Chicago---------------~------- $81, 659, 860 $87, 843, 509. 34 

68, 904, 225. 44 
16, 279, 604. 79 
8, 723, 856. 07 

Detroit _____ ~------------------ 44, 787, 225 
MUwaukea __________ ~--------- 16, 592, 839 

· Springfield-------~------------ 9, 101, 127 
Cinc"?na:ti reg_ion: · 

CrncmnatL _ ------------------ 15, 128, 835 12, 685, 909. 21 
Cleveland ___________ '... _______ _ 42, 963, 755 35, 547, 838. 73 Columbus __ ._ ____________ . _____ _ 6, 652, 735 6, 624, 801. 15 . Indianapolis _________________ _ 

Louisville ___ ------------------
Parkersburg ______ ------_: __ : __ 

19, 133, 272 20, 760,'250. 92 
11, 834, 161 13, 172, 969. 14 
l2, 931, 609 . . 10, 627, 103. 44 

Richmond_-_ _-_. ____ ~ - :. ---------
Toledo_----·----------- __ ,._ -- __ 

20, 986, 659 21, 881, 829. 41 
3, 317, 067 2, 896, 973. 94 

7, 173, 805. 25 -3 . -

Percent of Percent of 
increase, decrease, 
1955 over 1955 over 

1954 1954 

7~ ----------
53~ --------~-

1% 
4 

16 
17 

---------- u 
7 ----------11 

---------- ------18-- ' 
4 ----------

12 
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Region 
1954 delin

quent 
taxes 

1955 delin
quent 
taxes 

Percent of Percent of 
increase.; decrease, 
1955 over 1955 over 

1954 1954 

Region 

Omaha region-Con. 

1954 delin
quent 
taxes 

1955 delin
quent 
taxes 

Percent of Percent of 
increase, decrease, 
1955 over 1955 over 

1954 1954 

Dallas region: 
Albuquerque------------------ $2, 824, 810 -. $2, 960, 729. 62 4 

St. Louis ______________________ 
$12, 267, 505 $10, 085, 650. 90 17% 

Austin _______ ----------- ______ 20, 202, 903 12, 754, 005. 75 ---------- 36 
St. Paul_ ______________________ 

9, 725, 868 9, 270, 700. 41 4% 
Dallas ________ ----- -- -- ----- --- 23, 748, 778 16, 337, 067. 48 31 Wichita. _________ ------------- 7, 316, 879 6, 757, 858. 90 7~7 Little Rock ___________________ 2, 315, 863 8 Philadelphia region: _ 2, 108, 438. 18 New Orleans ___ _______________ 17, 472, 965 13, 613, 589. 17 22 Baltimore __________ -------- ___ 68, 663, 284 62, 497, 224. 45 9 

------58~i Oklahoma City_-------------- 9,043, 216 9, 421, 064. 41 4 ---------- Camden ______________ ----- ____ 10. 638, 780 16, 896, 707. 75 ----------Newark. ______ --------------- -New York City: 92, 962, 952 79, 793, 942. 61 ------i7% 1H6 Albany _______________________ _ 
15, 061, 055 11, 274, 930. 84 ----·-25·- 25 Philadelphia _____ --------- ____ 63, 450, 420 74, 744, 336. 73 

Brooklyn ____ ---------- ------ - 106, 522, 490 133, 339, 786. 92 Pittsburgh _____ ---------_----_ 28, 955, 774 30, 144, 327. 73 ----------
4 

Buffalo ____ ------ --- ---- -- ----- 12, 368, 574 12, 058, 317. 23 2 Scranton ___ __ ------_----_----- 7, 948, 754 7, 233, 268. 19 9 Lower Manhattan ____________ 171, 309, 518 169, 476, 849. 31 
-----i27~i 

1 Wilmington ____ _______________ 22, 009, 168 3, 639, 928. 73 83~ 
Puerto Rico.------------------ 273, 843 622, 244. 65 ---------- San Francisco region: 
Syracuse. ____ --- -____ --- _ ----- 5, 650, 017 5, 395, 848. 85 ----·-23·- 4 Boise __ __ --.--- _____ ----- --- ---- 2, 083, 834 1, 988, 294. 11 4~ Upper Manhattan ____________ 158, 538, 468 195, 098, 775. 26 ---------- H elena __________ ------ __ ______ 2, 863, 290 2, 575, 503. 61 10 

Honolulu ___ ---------~--------Omaha region: 4, 620, 939 4, 345, 619. 31 5 
Aberdeen.-------------------- 1, 255, 504 1, 613, 977. 06 28~ ---------- Los Angeles ___________________ 88,047, 147 83, 679, 336. 98 5 Cheyenne _____________________ 1, 629, 689 l, 344, 230. 40 

-------5~ 
m-2 Phoenix _______________________ 

5, 510. 061 5, .057, 757. 70. 8~~ 
Denver------- -- ------- ___ ----- 7, 552, 576 7, 960, 670. 88 ---------- Portland_---- __ ------- ________ 1_5, 351, 352 12, 429, 142. 29 19 
Des Moines. _____ - ----- ------- 9, 737, 729 8, 200, 182. 84 15~ Reno ___________ ----------- ____ 6,043, 359 6, 697, 953. 56 - -----iii~i ----------
~~IJ~M-c°ffi::::=:============ 

1, 353, 482 1, 011, 136. 65 
-------4~6 

25 Salt Lake City ________________ 4, 649, 780 3, 560, 853. 41 ---·-·33·- 23~4 
9,021,864 9. 433, 477. 26 -------- -- San Francisco ________________ _ 66, 858,096 88, 983, 217. 30 

Omaha __ _ ------------ __ • ______ 4, 180, 447 3, 364, 445. 91 19~2 Seattle.----------------------- 19, 804,603 18, 285, 409. 85 -------1H 

r'- Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I 
'call particular attention to the fact that 
.the Philadelphia-Camden area, which 
has been under criticism recently, show 
delinquent tax increases of 17 percent 
and 58 percent, respectively. This fur
ther confirms my contention that a long 
overdue examination of these two offices 
is in order. 

There has been a 53-percent increase 
in delinquencies in Detroit, 127-percent 
increase in Puerto Rico, 33-percent in
crease in San Francisco, and increruses 
of somewhat lesser extent in other areas. 
. Many other districts have shown prog
ress in reducing the amount of delin
quent accounts, and it is a pleasure to 
·call special aittention to the fact that 
the Wilmington, Del., district has-made 
the outstanding record for the country 
by reducing its tax delinquencies by 83 
percent during .the calendar year 1955. 

AGRICULTURAL ACT OF 1956 . 
The 'senate resumed the consideration 

of the bill <S. 3183) to provide an im
proved farm program. 

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, I sug
gest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order ·for 
the call of the roll be rescinded. 
' The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is .so ordered. 

Mr; YOUNG. Mr. President, I rise to 
speak in support of the pending .farm 
legislation. 

It is not necessary to restate here the 
adverse financial situation in which al
most every farmer finds himself today. 
Most people realize that if present farm 
prices were permitted to continue, they 
would break the average farmer. 

A very high percentage of our farmers 
are in bad shape :financially. This ·is 
particularly true of the small farmers 
and the young World War II and Korean 
war veterans who, during the past 10 
years, have just gotten started in the 
_farming business. 

The Eisenhower administration recog
nizes that farmers are in dire financial 
straits. Otherwise the administration 
would not be requesting authority of 

Congress to spend more than $1.3 billion 
a year in payments to farmers for a soil
bank program in addition to the costs of 
the flexible price support program. 

The farm bill now before the Senate 
has three major provisions-the soil
bank program; the restoration of 90-
percent supports for basic farm com
modities, an increase in dairy supports 
from 75 to 80 percent of parity; and a 
provision to reinstate the dual parity 
formula. 

The soil-bank proposal embodies two 
separate . and important programs-the 
conservation reserve program and the 
acreage reserve program. 

The conservation reserve program SiP
plies to all cultivated acres. Cooperation . 
by farmers in both the conservation re
serve and acreage reserve programs 
would be strictly on a voltintaty basis. 

Farmers would be paid approximately 
$19 an acre on ·a. national average to r~- . 
imburse them for the expense of placing 
their land under the conservation reserve 
program. The rate in North Dakota 
would be slightly less. 

All the figures I will use in connection· 
with the soil-bank program are those 
given to the Senate Agriculture Com
mittee by the Secretary of Agriculture 
and are subject to some revision. 

The land placed under this program 
would be on a 3- to 10-year lease basis 
and in North Dakota farmers would be 
given an annual payment of approxi
mately $5. 70 per acre. 

The acreage reserve program affects 
only allotted acres of wheat, corn, cot
ton, and other basic commodities. 
Farmers may voluntarily take up to 30 
percent of their allotted wheat and corn 
acres out of production and place it 
under this program. 

All they must do to comply is keep 
the land idle for 1 year. Tqe payment 
per acre in North Dakota would aver
age about $13.50. This is a tentative 
figure. 

The following is an example of how 
the acreage reserve program would be 
applied to a farm in Ward County, 
N. Dak., for wheat: 
County normal yield 

bushels per acre__ 13. 2 
Size of farm ________________ acres__ 480 
Acreage allotment _____________ do__ 120 
Acreage put into reserve _______ do__ 30 
Payment rate per acre ____________ $13.50 
Payment to farmer _______________ $405.00 

If this farmer also participates in the 
conservation reserve program, he could 
earn additional money as follows: If he 
places 70 acres of any of the rest of his 

. cultivated acres under the conservation 
reserve program, he would be paid ap
proximately $17 per acre for the ex
pense involved in placing the land under 
conservation practices. 

Seventy acres times $17 per acre 
would be $1,190. In addition, he 
would earn approximately $5.70 per 
acre, or 70 times $5. 70, $399. · 

Thus, for the first year he would earn 
$1,589 on the conservation reserve pro
gram plus the $405 on the 30 acres he 
placed in the acreage reserve program, 
or a total of $1,994. . 

The committee has . written strong 
language in the · legislation to assure 
equitable sharing of the payments under 
this program as between landlords and 
tenants. 

The second and most important pro
vision in the bill, in my opinion, has to 
do with price supports. It would restore 
90 percent supports for basic farm 
commodities and raise price supports for 
dairy commodities 'from 75 to BO per
cent of parity. 

On · bOth cotton and wheat the bill 
provides that there shall be mandatory 
price differentials to reflect the quality 
of the commodity. The Secretary of Ag
riculture now has discretionary author
ity to establish price differentials, and 
for years. a very limited program of this 
nature has been in effect. 

With respect to wheat, this bill pro
vides that ~ll varieties }Vhich I)Ormally 
produce a good quality wheat would be 
supported at 90 percent of parity. This 
means that every farmer who seeds a 
variety of wheat which normally could 
be expected to produce a good quality 
wheat would receive 90 percent p.rice ' 
supports. 

Less than 2 percent of all the wheat 
seeded in North Dakota in 1955 con
sisted of varieties which would not 
qualify for 90 percent supports. 

There has been considerable misrep
resentation and misunderstanding of the 
provisions of this section of the farm 
bill which pertain to price supports for 
wheat on a quality basis. 

One of the worst misrepresentations 
appeared in the National Farmers 
Union's Washington newsletter dated 
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February 10, 1956. A part of this news· 
letter reads as follows: 

Wheat price levels are . left in great-and 
serious-doubt by the committee bill's pro
visions. An enormous power of discretion 
is granted to the Secretary of Agriculture. 

The mandatory limits that would be estab
lished are only that some wheat must be 
supported at 90 percent; the lowest level of 
wheat support must be at its feed equiva
lent value to corn, and the support price 
of all wheat must av.erage 75 percent of 
parity. 

This means price-support floors for wheat 
rang~ng, at today's price levels, from $1. 72 
per bushel-90 percent . of the corn parity 
equivalent for wheat-:-if the bill passes. 

If the wheat provision is adopted with
out winning the rest of the bill, it would set 
price support fioors for wheat down as low 
as $1.36 per bushel. 

It is left up to the Secretary of Agricul
ture, with the advice of a committee com
prised of one-third processors, one-third 
farmers, and one-third professors, all ap
pointed by the Secretary to determine which 
wheat is to be supported as "milling· quality" 
wheat at 90 percent, and which is to be 
supported only at feed value. 

This bill virtually insures that high-qual
ity wheat producers would lose the premiums 
which they usually get above the support 
level. 

It also opens up the danger that millers 
will buy "feed wheat" to dilute their fl.our 
mixes, putting further downward pressure 
on high-quality wheat premiums. 

Obviously, the writer of this newslet
ter did not read the pending bill, or else 
he does Qot .underst~nd farm legislatioQ. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con
sent that all of section 102 of the agri
culture bill be printed in the RE.CORD at 
this point as a part of my remarks. 

There being no objection, the section 
of the bill was orderec to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

SEC. 102. Section 101 (d) of the Agricul
tural Act of 1949, as amended, is amended 
by adding at the end thereof the following: 

"(8) if producers have not disapproved 
marketing quot!'J,s for the crop, (A) the sup
port price to cooperators for milling quality 
wheat shall be established upon the basis 
of a support level !Or the crop cif -90 percent 
of the parity price for wheat, and (B) the . 
support price to cooperators in any area for 
any other wheat shall be established, with
out regard to paragraph (7) of this subsec
tion, at such level as the Secretary deter
mines will preserve the competitive rela
tionship between such wheat . and corn on 
the basis of their respective feed values; but 
in no event shall the average support price 
to cooperators for all wheat {based upon 
anticipated production) be less than 75 per
cent of its parity price_. For the purposes 
of this paragraph milling quality wheat shall 
be wheat produced in any area from seed of 
a variety which in such ·area normally pro
duces wheat of a quality desired for milling 
purposes. In determining milling quality 
wheat, the Secretary shall consult with a 
committee appointed by him and composed 
of three representatives from each of the 
principal wheat-producing areas. Of the 
3 representatives from each area, 1 shall be 
a wheat farmer, 1 shall be a wheat miller, 
and 1 shall be a person experienced in re
search on w4eat varieties. At least one of 
the millers on the committee shall have had 
exper~ence in producing semolina fiour. 
Wheat of the 1956 crop planted in any area 
shall be milling quality wheat for the pur
poses of this paragraph, unless such wheat 1s 
of a variety which was designated as unde
sirable in such area by the Department of 
Agriculture prior to the time such wheat 

was planted. This paragraph shall be ap
plicable only to the 1956_ and 1957 crops." 

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. President, I also 
ask unanimous consent to have printed 
as a part of my remarks the explanation 
in the report accompanying the bill as 
to how Members of the Senate Agricul
ture Committee feel this quality wheat 
provision would be applied. 

There being no objection, the state
ment was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

SECTION 102. WHEAT 
Section 102 provides price support for mill

ing quality wheat at 90 percent of parity 
and support for other wheat at such levels 
as will preserve its competitive relationship 
with corn on the basis of respective feed 
·values, the average support price for all 
wheat to be not less than 75 percent of 
parity. Milling quality wheat would be 
wheat produced in any area from seed of a 
variety which in such area normally pro
duces wheat of a quality desired for milling 
purposes. Wheat of the 1956 crops is deemed 
to be milling quality unless of a variety 
designated · as undesirable by the Secretary 
of Agriculture prior to the time such wheat 
is planted. In determining milling quality 
wheat, the Secretary would consult with a 
committee on which there will be 3 repre
sentatives from each of the principal wheat
producing areas, of whom 1 would be a wheat 
farmer, 1 a wheat miller, and 1 a person ex
perienced in research on wheat varieties .. 
This section would be applicable only to the 
1956 and 1957 crops. 

The announced support price for wheat of 
the 1956 crop is $1.81 per bushel (76 percent 
of parity). On th_e basis of January 15 data 
and the parity formula provided by section 
106, 90 percent of parity would be $2.26 per 
bushel. · 

Under this section, a national average sup
port level representing 90 percent of the 
parity price for wheat would be established 
and, after the adjustments for location, 
grade, quality, and other factors called for 
by section 403 of the Agricultural Act o_f 
1949, this would be applied to milling quality 
wheat. The support level for other wheat 
would be established at a price for each 
county which represents its feed value rela
tionship to corn. The feeding value of 
wheat to corn (pound .for pound) based on 
USDA Circular No. 836 is 105. 

The Department has had some experience 
in prepar-ing a program of the type contem-
plated by this section. · 

On August 12, 1955, it announced that 
under the 1956 wheat price support program 
23 designated undesirable varieties would be 
discounted 20 cents per bushel in addition 
to any other discounts, and that protein 
premiums would not be applicable to these 
varieties. Following is a listing of the desig
nated undesirable varieties, by classes and 
the States in which they are designated: 

Hard Red Winter: 
Purkof: Indiana, Michigan. 
Red Chief: Illinois, Iowa, Missouri, South 

Da):{ota, Nebraska, Kansas, Oklahoma, Texas, 
Montana, Wyoming, Colorado, New Mexico. 

Red Jacket: Illinois, Nebraska, Kansas, 
Oklahoma, Texas, Colorado, New Mexico. 

Kanking: Missouri, Kansas, Oklahoma, 
Texas, Nebraska. 

Kanqueen: Missouri, Colorado. 
Chiefkan: Neb1·aska, Kansas, Oklahoma, 

Texas, Montana, Colora<1o, New Mexico. 
· Stafford: Nebraska, Kansas. 

Early Pawnee (Sel. 33): Kansas. 
Early Blackhull: Kansas, Oklahoma, Texas, 

Montana, Colorado. 
New Chief: Kansas, Oklahoma, Texas, 

Colorado, New Mexico. · 
Yago: Kansas, Oklahoma, Texas. 

Soft Red Winter: 
Kawvale: Indiana, Illinois, Missouri, Kan-

sas, Nebraska. · · 
Hard Red Spring: 
Henry: Michigan, Minnesota, North 

Dakota, South Dakota, Montana. 
Sturgeon: Wisconsin. · 
Progress: Wisconsin. 

· ·spinkcota: Minnesota, North · Dakota, 
South Dakota. 

Premier: Montana, North Dakota. 
White: 
Rex: Idaho, Washington, Oregon. 
Sonora: California. 
Galgalos: Nebraska. 
Durum: 
Golden Ball: Minnesota, . North Dakota, 

South Dakota, Montana. 
· Peliss: North Dakota, Montana. 
Pentad: North Dakota. 
The August 12 announcement contem

plated that a producer certification plan 
would be used. Each producer applying for 
price support in States with any of the listed 
undesirable varieties would be required to 
certify (1) that the wheat he harvested was 
not of the undesirable varieties listed for 
his State, or (2) that· the wheat he harvested 
was from one or more of the undesirable 
varieties but none · of such wheat was being 
tendered for price support, or (3) that the 
wheat on which he requested price supp·ort 
contained wheat of an undesirable variety 
listed fox .his State and. such wheat was 
identified by variety, and bin number (if 
farm stored) or :warehouse receipt number. 

It was estimated that the total 1954 pro
duction of the 23 varieties listed as undesir
able by the Department in its announcement 
of August 12, 1955, amounted to 31 million 
bushels, as compared with the total 1954 
crop of 985 million bushels. 

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. President, I think 
t.~~ bill is very plain as to how this pro
v1s1on would be applied. I wish to read 
·just a few lines of section 102 of the bill 
starting on line 20: 

For the purposes of this paragraph milling 
quality wheat shall be -wheat produced in 
any area from seed of a variety which in 
such area normally produces wheat of a 
quality desired for milling purposes. 

Exactly the same language is carried 
forward in the committee report. It 
should be obvious to anyone that these 
provisions specifically provide that any 
farmer seeding -wheat which normally 
produces a good quality wheat would be 
given 90 percent supports . . How can 
any other interpretation be placed upon 
it? 

In North Dakota more than 98 percent 
of all the wheat seeded is of varieties 
which normally produce good quality. 
There is no reason in the world why 
wheat producers in any section of the 
United States should not plant wheat 
which normally produces good quality if 
they expect to get 90 percent supports. 

It does not make sense to provide top 
level supports to producers who inten
tionally plant varieties of low quality 
wheat just because they are highly re
sistant to rust and other diseases and 
produce heavy yields per acre. Contin
uance of this practice would break any 
price support program, whether it is 
based ·upon· 90 percent supports or 70 
percent supports. 

Why should any farmer in North 
Dakota be given top level supports for 
producing such wheat as Premier when · 
it is recognized to be a poor quality. 
Or why woul~ he be given top level sup
ports for producing Golden Ball, Peliss, 

_:_j 
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or Pentad durum~varieties which are 
recognized to be of very poor qual
ity? 

· As late as last year these varieties 
of wheat received the same support level 
as the best wheat produced in our 
area. 

Every variety of wheat released by 
the North Dakota experiment station 
has been of very good quality and · is 
so recognized by the millers and bakers. 
Unfortunately, we cannot say as much 
for . some of the experiment stations in 
other parts of the United States. Un
.fortunately, from time to time some 
have released varieties of wheat which 
are big yielders, but of very poor qual
ity. 

We have many many varieties of both 
spring wheat and durum wheat which 
over the years have been recognized for 
their top qualities. 

They include Rival, Mid.a, Thatcher, 
Lee, Selkirk, Mindum, Sentry, and 
numerous others. 

The Farmers Union Washington news:
letter states: 

The lowest level of wheat support must be 
at its feed equivalent value to corn, and the 
support price of all wheat must average 75 
percent of parity. 

Now this is not in accord with the 
facts. The bill reads.-and I quote again 
from section 102 line 17 on page 2: 

But in no event shall the average support 
price to cooperators for all wheat (based 
upon anticipated production) be less than 
.75 percent of .its parity price. 

That is a far cry from·what is claimed 
in the newsletter as to the provisions of 
the bill. This provision means exactly 
what it says-that the average support 
price could not be less than 75 percent of 
parity. It does not mean it must be 75 
percent of parity. 

Section 102 does provide that the sup
port level for ·feed wheats shall be es
tablished at a price in each county which 
represents its feed value in relationship 
to corn. Certainly varieties of wheat 
which can only produce wheat of feed 
value should not have a price support 
higher than its value a& a feed grain 
equivalent . . 

For years there have been varying de
grees of price support differentials based 
on the quality of wheat. The quality 
determination, however, was left entirely 
to the Secretary of Agriculture working 
with agriculture research people, miller~, 
and bakers·. 

The new legislation provides that the 
quality determination will be made by 
the Secretary of Agriculture in cooper
ation with an advisory committee which 
will include farmers from every princi
pal wheat-producing area of the United 
States. This is the first time farmers 
will be given a voice in determining the 
quality of various varieties of wheat to 
receive price supports. This, too, is a 
step in the right direction. 

Mr. President, if all the wheat farmers 
of the United States could be encouraged 
through such legislation as we are con
sidering today to ·plant only varieties 
which would normally produce a good 
quality milling wheat, it would result in 
a reduction in production of at least 50 
million to 100 million bushels per' year. 

There is another claim in the news
letter which is absolutely untrue. It 
states that premiums for the most part 
would no longer be available to farmers. 
That is not so. This argument is the 
one usually used by the· proponents of 
flexible or lower supports. 

Mr. THYE. To what newsletter does 
the Senator refer? 

Mr. YOUNG. It is the National 
Farmers Union Newsletter of February 
10, 1956. . 

As I have stated previously, good qual
ity wheats invariably produce less per 
acre. There would be many additional 
benefits. It would be much easier, for 
example, to find new markets for good 
quality wheat both at home and abroad. 
We have lost many foreign markets be
cause all too often we have shipped in
ferior quality wheat. 

Statements by the Secretary of Agri
culture and other opponents of the re
instatement of 90-percent supports that 
this would greatly increase production 
are just not in accord with the facts. 

All of the basic commodities, for which 
this bill would reinstate 90-percent sup
ports, are now under the strictest kind . 
of acreage allotments or quotas. This 
has meant a more than one-third cut 
in their acreage. 

The reinstatement of 90-percent sup
ports, as provided in this bill, does noth
ing to increase acreage or production. 
Actually, placing price supports on a 
quality basis, as this bill does, will tend 
to decrease production. . 

The present flexible price-support pro
gram, if continued, will break most 
wheat farmers. · 

I have already said that the wheat 
farmer has had to cut his acreage by 
more than one-third. In addition to 
this, he is required to take a drastic 
reduction in price supports. 

When the Farm Act ·of 1954 is in full 
effect, the cut in price supports will be 
more than one-third. Anyone conver
sant with the world wheat-supply situa:. 
tion, and more particularly that of Can
ada and · the United . States, knows full 
well that cash prices for most grades 
of wheat have little chance of rising 
above support levels in at least the next 
2 or 3 years. · 

Mr. President, permit me to give you 
an example of how this flexible price
support program, together with the mod
ernized parity formula, affects wheat 
farmers. 

The support price for wheat in 1954 
was $2.26 a bushel on the national aver
age. The support price in 1955 was 
$2.08. The support price for. this year, 
1956, unless Congress· approves the pres
ent legislation, will drop to $1.81 a 
bushel. 

The following year, 195'.7, because of 
the application of the modernized par
ity formula, there will be a still further 
drop in the price support to approxi
mately $1.70 a ·bushel. In 1958, because 
of the modernized parity formula, the 
price support would drop to $1.60 a 
bushel orlower. 

In addition to thiS, any farmer who 
does not store his grain on the farm takes 
a further reduction of an average of 10 
cents a bushel as his payment -for ad
vance· storage costs. That.is, if he 'hauls 

his grain to town and gets his loan 
through his regular marketing channels. 
Thus, by 1958, if the Agricultural Act 
of 1954 is permitted to go into effect, the 
actual support price paid to farmers 
would be $1.50 a bushel or less. 

Mr. President, this approximately one
third cut in acreage and the one-third 
cut in price is more than the wh.eat 
farmer can take. Certainly, few business 
firms could survive such a cut in income. 

Mr. CARLSON. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. YOUNG. I yield. 
Mr. CARLSON. Perhaps it might be 

well, if the Senator does not object, to 
refer to the method of figuring parity 
under the new basis. Do I understand 
that the committee is recommending a 
study of the parity formula? 

Mr. YOUNG. That is correct. The 
committee bill provides for a reinstate
ment of the dual parity formula, but with 
the request to the Department of Agri;. 
culture to make a study of the parity 
formulas, in the hope that they can come 
up with one that is more fair and equi
table to all producers. 

Mr. CARLSON. May task this _ques
tion? Do I understand from a reading 
of the report that we have three types 
of parity formulas, namely, the old, the 
new, and the transitional? Or am I con
fused about it? 

Mr. YOUNG. There ·are actually only 
two, the old parity formula and the 
modernized parity formula. Under the 
provision of the law at the ·present time, 
parity cannot drop more than 5 percent 
a year. That is called the transitional 
parity formula. In the transitional 
period when we are moving from the old 
parity formula to the modernized parity 
formula, it is provided that the parity 
price cannot drop more than 5 percent a 
year . . That is the transitional period. 

Mr. CARLSON. Am I to understand 
that if we do .not adopt the 90 percent 
formula so far as wheat is concerned, the 
supported price of wheat in 1956 will drop 
from · $2.04 or $2.06 a bushel to $1.81 a 
bushel? 

Mr. YOUNG. In 1956; yes. 
Mr. CARLSON. As I understand ·the 

Senator's statement, on the basis of the 
modernized parity formula; we can ex
pect further reductions in the next 2 or 3 
years. Is that correct? 

Mr. YOUNG. The reductions will be 
at least 20 cents a bushel, and perhaps 
22 cents a bushel more. 

Mr. CARLSON. I believe that is a 
very important point, and I sincerely 
hope that .we will take some time and 
look into it. 

Mr. YOUNG. I thank th~ Senator. 
Reinstating price supports for basic 

farm commodities will automatically 
raise the cash market price of practically 
all other grains. Mr. President, I hold 
in my hand a news story with a Chicago 
dateline of February 10, 1956, which 
gives ample proof of what I am saying. 
Let me read a part of it: 

Two bearish items greeted grain traders 
at the opening. First, a letter by President 
Eisenhower to Senator AIKEN, Republican, 
of Vermont, in which the President said he 
was gravely concerned over the prospect 
new farm legis,lation would set price supports 
at 90 percent of _pa,rity for basic crops. Sec-
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ond, an Agriculture Department announce
ment of a steep cut--from 87 percent to 81 
percent of parity-in the price support level 
for 1956 crop corn. Fairly heavy selling hit 
the market in the first half hour on these 
developments. But it dried up before that 
first hour was over. After that, prices 
climbed. Traders noted President Eisen
hower did not definitely say he would veto a 
farm bill containing the 90 percent of parity 
support provision. 

I think that is the best proof that if 
90-percent parity were restored, prices 
would immediately climb. 

Throughout the testimony of farmers 
during the month-long hearings last fall 
held in practically every part of the 
United States, most cattle and hog feed
ers stated frankly that lower feed grain 
prices had encouraged too much feeding 
of cattle and hogs, thus creating burden
some surpluses and depressed prices. 

The pending legislation will go a long 
way toward stabilizing grain prices at a 
higher level which would be of benefit 
not only to the producers of grain but to 
almost every other segment of our agri
culture economy. 

Farmers produce the most important 
things necessary to the health and hap
piness of everyone-food and fiber. The 
prices farmers receive now, according to 
Government statistics, are approximate
ly only 80 percent of parity or a fair 
price. Certainly reinstatement of 90 
percent supports would be the least we 
could do to relieve the desperate farm 
price situation-and at a time when the 
Nation as a whole is enjoying -unprec
edented prosperity. 

The third major provision in this bill 
has to do with reinstating the dual parity 
formula for basic farm commodities. 
The modernized parity formula uses as 
its major provision in determining parity 
the average price farmers received for 
the previous 10-year period. 

Thus, if farm price supports are low
ered-as is being done under the flexible 
price-support program-and if cash 
prices are at a depressed level-which 
they are-the future parity for basic 
farm commodities will be reduced ac
cordingly. Just because we may have a 
5- or 10-year period of depressed prices, 
it should not follow that this 10-year 
average of low prices should represent 
a fair price for parity in future years. 

That is exactly what the modernized 
parity formula does. The lowering of 
price supports through the modernized 
parity formula is particularly hard on 
farmers at this time when the prices of 
everything they have to buy are increas
ing sharply. I believe the dual parity 
formula should be continued until the 
Department of Agriculture can work out 
a more fair and equitable parity formula. 

Mr. President, I am not unaware of 
the threat of reprisals by some propo
nents of the administration-farm pro
gram to those of us who will vote to keep 
90-percent supports as a part of our pres
ent farm program and thus, as they say, 
invite a possible Presidential veto. 

They say they propose to advise the 
people of this 'country who then would 
be responsible for the loss of the soil
bank program. Such threats will not 
deter me in voting for what I think is a. 
fair and reasonable agricultural bill. 

In my opinion, the provision of this 
bill to reinstate 90-percent supports is 
of far greater importance than the soil
bank provision. It will immediately 
raise farm prices and it will immediately 
raise the value of most of the farm com
modities that the Federal Government 
now holds in its CCC stocks. 

The 90-percent provision will do far 
more to raise farm prices at less cost to 
the Federal Government than will the 
soil-bank program. 

I think the soil-bank program has con
siderable merit and should be approved 
by Congress. Unless very carefully 
and wisely administered, however, this 
program has some potentially dangerous 
aspects. Under this program, we will 
spend $1.3 billion a year-most of which 
will be for purposes to enrich the soil. 
Certainly, this more fertile soil will have 
the potential of greatly increasing pro.
duction rather than decreasing it in 
future years. 

There are some highly questionable 
practices being proposed under this soil
bank program. The provision to pay 
farmers to destroy a good wheat crop 
seeded last fall does not meet with my 
approval. It is repulsive to the thinking 
of a great many people in this Nation. 
We tried this kind of program back in 
the thirties. 

We tried a flexible price-support pro
gram back in the thirties and it, too, 
failed to establish a good price for farm 
commodities and almost doubled the 
carryover of wheat and corn during the 
years it was in operation. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con
sent to have inserted at this point in my 
remarks a table which contains figures 
obtained from the United States Depart
ment of Agriculture to substantiate my 

-point. 
There being no objection, the table 

was ordered to be printed in the REcoRD, 
as follows: 
Table indicates price-support level, average · 

price farmers received, carryover as of July 
1 of year indicated, and amounts of direct 
payment~ made to farmers 

[Information from U. S. Department of Agriculture} 

1938 1939 1940 

table, ranged from 69 to 75 percent of 
parity. 

During this same 3-year period the 
carryover of corn increased from 361 
million bushels in 1938 to 688 million 
bushels in 1940, or approximately double. 
It will be noted that the national average 
farm price for corn in these 3 years 
were as follows: In 1938, 47 cents a 
bushel; in 1939, 54 cents a bushel; in 
1940, 60 cents a bushel. 

Certainly these low price supports and 
low cash prices did nothing to decrease 
production-in fact, the carryover dur
ing this 3-year period was practically 
doubled. 

The price support for wheat from 1938 
to 1940, as noted in this table, ranged 
from 52 to 57 percent of parity. During 
this 3-year period we increased our 
wheat carryover from 153 million bush
els to 280 million bushels, or nearly dou
ble. The average cash prices received 
by wheat farmers for these years were 
as follows: In 1938, 56 cents a bushel; 
in 1939, 68 cents a bushel; in 1940, 67 
cents a bushel. 

I may add, Mr. President, that those 
who claimed they got the farmers out of 
the financial wilderness in the 1930's 
should take a look at the average cash 
prices received by farmers in the 1930's. 

These were bankrupt prices, yet, as .is 
always the case, farmers at that time 
tried to offset losses in income from low 
prices by increasing their production. 

During this 3-year period from 1938 
to 1940 we had in connection with this 
flexible price-support program another 
program not too unlike that of the Presi
dent's soil-bank provision in the pending 
bill. In 1938 the Federal Government 
made payments to farmers for soil-con
servation · practices and other closely 
associated programs totaling · $306,-
200,000. 

In 1939 the total payments were $470,-
500,000 and by 1940 these direct pay
ments to farmers-mostly for soil-con
serving practices-had reached a total 
of $793,900,000. 

This $793 million, in terms of prewar 
purchasing power, would bring far more 
soil conservation than is proposed under 
the present bill for $1.3 billion. 

Mr. President,- we have had another 
and more recent experience in flexible 

Price support of wheat (per-
cent)_- ---------------------

Average farm price farmers 
52 li6 57 or lower prices which the proponents 

claim will control surpluses. 
received (per bushel).______ $0. 56 $0. 68 $0. 67 

153 259 280 
Carryover in bushels (mil

lions of bushels)_----------
Price support of corn (per-

cent)_- --------------------- 70 69 75 
Average farm price received._ $0. 47 W. 64 $0. 60 

. From February of 1951 to the present 
time the average overall farm prices 

-have dropped approximately 28 percent. 

Carryover in bushels (mil· 
lions of bushels).-----------

A. ·c. P. class I payments 
made to farmers in partial 

361 

We have had flexible pr.ice supports in 
operation the past year. In spite of these 

688 lower price supports, and in spite of a 

compen15ation for their pro-
portionate acreage adjust- Millions MilJiom Milliom 
ment for soil-depleting crops . $217. 4 $350. 7 $380. 2 

Parity payments to pro
ducers, principally of corn, 
wheat, and cotton. _________ -------- -------- 211. 7 

A. C. P. class II payments 
for soil-consorvation prac-Uces. ___________________ ~--- 88. 8 119. 8 202. 0 

Total. _________ ~-------- 306. 2 470. Ii 79a.9 

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. President, we had 
flexible price supports ranging from 52 
to 75 percent of parity from 1938 until 
the start of World War II. During the 
crop years of 1938, 1939, and 1940, the 
price support for corn, as noted in this 

drastic drop in cash prices, we wit
nessed in 1955 the greatest overall farm 
production in the history of the United 
States. 

I do not see how any student of the 
production of field crops could escape the 
conclusion that flexible price supports 
will do nothing to curtail surpluses. 

Mr. President, I sincerely hope the 
Senate will approve the price support 
provision of the bill · substantially as it 
was reported by the Senate Agriculture 
Committee. We should maintain the 90 
percent price support program until a 
better way is found to maintain fair farm 
prices. 
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I do not now and never have claimed 

that 90 percent supports is the complet~ 
answer to all farm-price ·problems. All 
1 am saying is that it will do far more 
to help farmers than any flexible price
support program yet devised. 

Farmers need help immediately. They 
cannot wait any longer. 

Mr. CARLSON. Mr. President, will 
the Senator from North Dakota yield? 

Mr. YOUNG. I yield. . 
Mr. CARLSON. I wish to comm.end 

the Senator for the very fine statement 
which he has so ably presented to the 
Senate, in regard to some of the prob
lems in the great wheat-producing sec
tions of the Nation. He has painted a 
very accurate picture of the situation, 
and I was especially interested in that 
part of it which indicated that the fur
ther we reduce the price of a commodity 
grown by a farmer, the more of it he 
tries to produce in ord.er to get his cash 
.income up to the point where he can 
take care of farm machinery costs, labor 
costs, and utility costs. 

Mr. YOUNG. First, I should like to 
thank my friend from Kansas for his 
kind remarks. l know the Senator from 
Kansas has had a great interest in agri
culture as long as I have known him. 

To answer the Senator's question, I 
think farmers try their best to offset any 
loss of income by increasing production. 

Mr. CARLSON. May I inquire further 
if that is not basic in the farmer's prob
lem, namely, to produce enough to carry 
on an economic operating unit and · live 
as he should live? 

Mr. YOUNG. Especially now, when he 
has a tremendous investment. He must 
do the only thing he knows how to do 
best, that is to produce more, and hope 
that prices will be better. 

Mr. CARLSON. We have heard many 
complaints on the Senate floor as to the 
gross production. Some 23 million acres 
of wheat land have been withdrawn 
from wheat cultivation, and on it farm
ers have produced forage crops and 
grains which have upset the livestock 
market. That is the result of being 
f creed to go into such production in 
order to make a profitable economic 
unit of the farnis. 

Mr. YOUNG. That is true. The more 
price-si:pports are lowered for one com
modity the farmer can raise, the more 
he tries to offset his loss by raising some
thing else. 

Mr. CARLSON. I will say to the Sen
ator that I do not see how we can work 
out any other program at the present 
time than that which has been pre
sented in the Senator's statement to the 
Senate this afternoon. I think that is 
the formula which we must follow in 
the wheat belt of the Nation. 

Mr. YOUNG. I have just finished 
conducting a poll of the people of North 
Dakota. I received almost 5,000 returns 
from 20,000 questionnaires which I sent 
out. The returns from nonfarmers are 
about 2 to 1 in favor of 90-percent price 
supports. The ~armers favor price sup
ports by about 10 to 1. 

Mr. THYE. .Mr. President, will .the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. YOUNG. I yield. . . _ 
Mr. THYE. I commend the distin

guished junior Senator from North Da-

kota for having made a very able pres
entation of the farmer's plight and the 
farmer's problem caused by decreasing 
farm income .on ·the one band, and, on 
·the other hand~ constantly rising ex
·penses, including taxes, insurance on 
buildings" the cost of replacing machin
ery, and all the other costs incidental 
to farm operations. The Senator has 
very clearly outlined the problems of the 
farmers. 

I was intrigued by the Senator's re.
marks . when he stated that the farmer 
would not necessarily reduce his produc
tion simply because prices were becom .. 
ing lower. Commonsense should teach 
anyone that that would be true. It would 
.be applicable even to the members of 
the press in the gallery. If the cost of 
their writing per line were reduced, and 
if they could increase their income by 
increasing the number of lines they 
wrote, I would venture a guess that they 
would increase their writing in order 
to increase their earnings. 

That is true of the farmer. He w'ill 
increase his units of production if he can 
realize another dollar by such an in
crease. He will not decrease his pro
duction simply because a bushel of grain 
is 10 cents less in value or in the price 
he receives. He will not decrease the 
number of tons of hay he puts up merely 
because the price of hay has dropped 
$10 or $5 a ton. He will first put up the 
hay which is on the ground. That is 
the first act of a good farmer. Second, 
he will till the land and try to produce 
the maximum. He must do that. 

This is most evident so far as the pro
ducer of milk is concerned. The support 
price of milk was dropped in 1954 from 
·90 percent to 75 percent of parity. But 
that did not discourage either the flow 
of milk from the cow or the efforts of the 
producer. Today there is an increase 
of almost 4 .billion pounds of fluid milk 
in the United States, even though the 
price is less. 

It stands to reason that the farmer 
. must have income with which to pay his 
obligations. It is almost second nature 
for the farmer to produce the maximum 
amount that his·acreage will grow. 

So we return to the very simple propo
sition that the soil bank is the only real 
answer to a reduction of farm produc
tion in the United States. The soil
bank program propo.ses an orderly lay
aside of tillable acres into a soil-building 
project. 

The soil bank is the real approach to 
reducing surpluses. The price factor 
has never accomplished this purpose in 
the past, and it will not do so in the 
future, because production will be ob
tained from the land so long as man is 
able to scratch or till the land. 

I commend the Senator from North 
Dakota for having presented the Senate 
with his views on· the problem, which he 
so well understands. Not only is he a 
farm operator in hi&-own State, together 

·with the aid of his sons as share opera
tors, but he also is a man who has had 
many years of practical farm-Operation 
experience. He knows the problems · of 
farmers better, probably, than does any 
other Senator. I shall not even refer -to 
myself. 

· But, Mr. President, it is simply human 
nature for a man to try to produce and 
-to try to earn. It makes no difference 
whether h~ does it with a pen or pencil, 
or in the production of 'crops in farm 
operations. · · 

The iunior Senator from North Dakota 
is to be commended for an able address 
.on a very complex problem, one which 
is of grave concern to agriculture at this 
time. 

Mr. YOUNG. I thank the Senator 
from Minnesota for his kind statement. 

Mr. -President, when there is a sur
plus of labor it is not suggested that 
labor .work fewer hours for less money. 
Labor proposes that it work fewer hours 
and receive a little more pay. Some 
persons propose to do just the opposlte 
jar the farmers. 

EAST-WEST TRADE 
Mr. McCLELLAN obtained the floor . 
Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, will 

the Senator yield so that I may suggest 
the absence of a quorum? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I am glad to yield 
for that purpose. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I ,suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Secretary will call the roll, 

The legislativ-e clerk proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The .PRESIDING OFFICER. With-
out objection it is so ordered. · 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. President, I 
know the pending business, the farm bill, 
is important and the Senate wishes to 
get along with its consideration. There
f are, I am a bit reluctant to interrupt the 
debate on that measure, but I feel that I 
should bring to the attention of the 
Senate at this time a matter of informa
tion that is, in my opinion, vital to the 
deliberations of this body, and 'to the 
welfare and security of our country . 

I wish to discuss briefly what we term 
East-West trade.:__that is, trade between 
the Communist-bloc countries and our 
allies, principally NATO countries. 

As Senators may know, during the past 
several weeks the Senate Permanent In
vestigating Subcommittee has been ex

·ploring in both executive and public 
hearings the relaxation of that trade 
that occurred in August 1954, as a re
sult of the COCOM, the Coordinating 
Committee, meeting in Paris, in which 
our Government participated. Prior to 
that time, there were some 450 items that 
were completely embargoed or otherwise 
controlled by us and our Western allies. 
At that meeting, however, action was 
taken which resulted in the disembargo
ing and downgrading of approximately 
200 of the 450 items, leaving only about 
250 items under embargo or otherwise 
controlled. 

Immediately following that meeting 
and the disembargoing and downgrading 
of these some 200 items, our Government, 
through its representative at COCOM, 
Mr. Harold Stassen, issued a statement 
in which, amon_g other th~~gs, he said: 

I am convinced that this revision, wbich 
has been made with the concurrence of the 
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Departments of State, Treasury, Defense, and 
.Commerce, and approved by the President, 
will result in a net advantage ·to the free 
world of expanded peaceful trade and more 
effective control of ·the war potential items. 
It is a move in the best interests of the 
United States. 

Mr. President, the facts which the sub
committee has uncovered in the course 
of these hearings completely refute the 
validity of that statement. They reveal 
that most astounding secret concessions 
:were made by our Government in that 

· conference to our allies, whose govern
ments and .merchants want to do busi
ness as usual ·with ~he Communist"."bloc 
countries. . , 

Mr; President, I used the term "most 
astounding secret," and I mean j~st that, 
for this information, as to what oc
curred at the COCOM conference and 
the truth ·about' the relax~tion of trade 
controls with the Communist countries, 
was not told to the Congress, or to the 
American people. I believe the f ~cts 
should be made .known to every Ameri
can citizen, and certainly the Members 
of this body should Is:now. It is for that 
reason, Mr. President, that I now under
take briefly to give to the Congress, to 
the press, and, I trust through them, to 
the public, some of the facts and infor
mation thus far developed in public 
hearing by the subcommittee. I believe 
Senators will agree that this is a matter 
about wnich the people of the United 
States have a right to know. 

I intend to give only a few examples 
· of the character, nature, and description 
of some of the goods, materials, and 
equipment which were disembargoed or 
otherwise downgraded with .the con
currence of our Government, _ and in 
which our allies are now free to trade 
fn and seil to the Communist countries. 

First, I shall discuss . the category of 
machine tools-tools which are absolute
ly essential in the manufacture of the 
munitions and armaments necessary in 
modern warfare. I shall refer only to a 
few of them. 

No. 1: ,Horizontal boring mills, costing 
between $200,000 ·and $500,000 each, and 
which the Defense Department expert 
testified are essential in the manuf ac
ture of armaments such as tanks, artil
lery weapons, aircraft, heavy ordnance, 
ship transmission parts, heavy dies for 
aircraft, forging presses, catapult parts 
on aircraft carriers, and even for the 
manufacture of the atom reactors such 
as those on.the submarine Nautilus. 

No. 2: Vertical boring mills, which the 
Defense Department expert testified are 
essential in the manufacture of jet 
engines. 

No. 3: Dynamic balance machines, 
which the Defense Department expert 
testified . are used for balancing shafts 
on engines for jet airplanes and guided 
missiles. Without this machine guided 
missles which would remain on a true 
course could not be produced. 

No. 4: External cylindrical grinding 
machines, which the Defense Depart
ment expert testified are esssential in 
the manufacturing of engine parts, 
guided missiles; and radar. 

Mr. President, we had before us some 
machine tool experts. One of them, 
who, as I recall, had been in that busi-

ness all his life, testified before the sub
committee, after he had reviewed the 
list of machine tools still under embargo, 
that the list was not worth the paper on 
which it was written. He further stated 
that many of the machine tools removed 
from the embargoed list had greater 
strategic importance than those remain
ing under embargo. He further pointed 
out that the precision boring machine 
which does work on a multiple scale can 
be sent to the Soviet bloc while the jig 
borer, which does the same work on a 
siI~gle scale was left under embargo. He 
also found that the description of ma
chine tools presently -under embargo is 
often so ambiguous and misleading that 
the individual or individualb who drew 
up the list apparently had no technical 
knowledge in this field and did not un
derstand the nature of machine tools 
and their respective uses. 

In these conclusions the witness was 
supported by the Defense Department's 
expert on machine tools. Both pointed 
out that by permitting the newest ma
chine tools to be sent to the Soviet bloc 
we allowed them to save from 3 to 5 
years in engineering research and de
velopment that would have been required 
of the Soviets to design and produce 
many of them. 

In other words, Mr. President, it s.im
ply means that we allow them to get the 
latest methods in this country, and they 
do not have to go through the engineer
ing, designing, testing, and revision pe
-riods which are required to get a machine 
to the point . where it will operate effi
ciently. 

It was emphatically stated that it 
would be better for the United States to 
permit shells, guns or guided missiles to 
be disembargoed and sent to the Soviet 
Union, for .they could:be used against us 
only once while these machine tools could 
and will be used to make armaments of 
war which could be used against us many 
times. 

Now, let us take a look at metals. 
The testimony showed that certain 

metals and minerals which we are stock
piling in the United States, because they 
are critical and essential in times of war, 
were removed from the embargo list and 
can now be sent to the Soviet bloc. 

Let me give you some examples in this 
category. 

Copper is deemed to be one of the most 
important single strategic metals aside 
from fissionable materials. Congress was 
officially informed in the Fifth Battle Act 
Report, December 23, 1954, that copper 
remained under embargo. This was a 
gro;:;s i:µisstatement of a material fact. It 
served to .mislead Congress and the pub
lic. Testimony has been received by the 
subcommittee that copper wire was in 
fact removed from the embargo list. 
Furthermore, we find that since August, 
1954 our Allies in Europe have sent over 

· 250 ~illion pounds of copper to the So
viet Union and its European satellites. 
I point out that during this same period 
of time, because of shortages of copper 
within this country, the United States 
was forced to divert 143 million pounds 
of copper to industry from our war re
serve stockpile. 

We have learned that certain types of 
aluminum, easily convertible to the 

manufacture of shells, ammunition, and 
airplanes, are exportable to the Com
munist nations. The metal expert from 
the Defense Department stated, as we 
'all know, that aluminum is essential to 
build a war machine. He stated that if 
the decision had been hi.s, aluminum still 
would be under embargo. 

Other minerals stockpiled by the 
United States and which were either 
disembargoed or downgraded with the 
concurrence of the United States, are: 
asbestos, used in the insulation of cables; 
talc, used as a spacer in electronic tubes; 
corrundum, essential as an abrasive in 
the manufacture of all types· of military 
hardware.; beryllium alloys and cobalt 
alloys, both essential in the ·atomic en
ergy program, and even certain nickel 
alloys. 

Other.. items . removed from embargo 
were induction furnaces. With the use 
of certain crucibles and refractories not 

· under embargo, high heat-resistant . 
metal alloys for sonic and supersonic 
planes and guided missiles, where high 
speed friction heat becomes a problem, 
can be made. The chief metallurgist of 
the Bureau of Mines testified that he 
could think of no explanation for re
moving such an important and strategic 
item from the embargo Jist. 

The committee heard testimony that 
railroad tank cars used for the trans
portation of petroleum, flatcars used for 
carrying tanks or heavy trucks, railroad 
well cars used for carrying heavy and 
bulky equipment; rails, and even steam 
and diesel locomqtives were also removed 
from the embargo list and can be sold to 
the Soviet Union by our allies abroad. 

These are- merely examples of some 
200 items which were removed or down
graded, with the United States Govern
ment . concurrence, , from the interna':' 
tional embargo lists in August 1954. 
Furthermore, immediately following the 
international meetings in Paris, the Bat
tle Act Administrator tailored the Battle 
Act lists, which are solely a United States 
responsibility, to conform to the inter
national lists, and thus has permitted 
our allies to ship strategic materials with 
impunity. The Battle Act has become a 
mockery; the intent of Congress has 
been circumvented. 

Mr. President, the subcommittee be
came concerned about the actions taken 
at the COCOM Conference shortly after 
its completion. During 1954 and 
through 1955, it made inquiries in an 
effort to a.Scertain the nature of the 
approximately 200 items which were 
either completely disembargoed or down
graded, with a view of determining 
whether they were .strategic · or critical, 
and whether they were either indispens
·able or essential to the Communist build
up of a war machine. 

The Government agencies acting in 
concert are doing everything to binder 
and hamper the subcommittee's efforts 
to ascertain the facts concerning the 
relaxation of these controls. In addition 
to many oral requests, 13 letters have 
been written to various Government 
agencies requesting documents and per
tinent information. Except for some co .. 
operation from the Department of De
fense, the information has no·t been 
forthcoming. 
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The facts the stibcommittee has de
veloped thus far, and which I report to 
the Senate today, ,have not been made 
available or furnished to the subcom
•mittee by the executive agencies of our 
Gover:nment. 

The information we have has been 
secured from documents and publica
tions of foreign go.vernments, where the 
information is being freely given out by 
our allies. That same information in 
the United States is being withheld by 
the executive branch of the Government 
from both the Congress and the Ameri
can people. Let me give the Senate an 
example. The executive branch of our 
Government has declared even the Bat
tle Act list to be classified, and there
-fore not available to the people of the 
United States. But classified and sup
pressed from whom? Not from the Com
munist ·or the Communist bloc coun
tries. They know what they can buy; 
they know what they do buy and have 
bought. 

Furthermore, the British Government, 
in an official publication by the Board 
of Trade, has published substantially the 
same list of items which the executive 
department heads have :refused to give 
to the American people. 

Mr. President, I hold in my hand sam
·ples of the photostatic documents. It 
has been only through such unneces:.. 
sary labor that the committee has been 
able to get the information so as to make 
it available to Congress and the people 
·of the country. This is information 
which Congress is entitled to have, and 
information which the American people 
are entitled to know about. 

We had the incongruous situation of 
Government witnesses appearing before 
the subcommittee and, upon instructions 
from their superiors, refusing to answer 
questions as to whether certain items
critically strategic items of machine 
tools and materials, some of which I 
have named-have been removed .from 
the embargo list, even though the sub
·committee had shown to the witnesses 
the British Government's publication 
-giving this -very information. 

Mr. .President, it is becom~ng quite 
clear that this material and the docu
ments which the subcommittee has re
quested from the executive branch of 
the Government in the course of the 
investigation is being withheld from the 
-United States Congress and the Ameri
can public to prevent them from know
'ing .what has happened, what has been 
done; to prevent them from knowing to 
what extent trade with the Communists 
in strategic things has been relaxed with 
the concurrence of the United States 
Government. Can it be, Mr. President, 
this classificatirin, this policy of secrecy, 
,thi$ su_ppr~ssion or withholding of the 
·truth, is a process or an action designed 
for the hiding of errors, inefficiency, and 
bad judgment of Government officials? 
I am convinced it is. If not, tnen why 
not give the Congress the information 
and let the American people know the 
.truth. 

Mr. P.r.esident, the United States Ex
port Cont:rol Act expires June 30 this 

.year. I am sw:e we will be asked to 
extend it. We will also be asked.. Mr. 

- - .... ~ '·- ... 

President, to _appropriate $4.9 billion far :have ari embargo on shipments to the 
foreign aid for fiscal 1957. Mr. Presi· Soviet bloc of all the equipment and ma
.dent, I cannot vote for such appropria- terials to which I have re!erred. We do 
tions so long as this vital information is not sell, and we do nqt permit our peo
suppressed by the executive branch of pie to sell them, and I think rightly so. 
the Government. But obviously we agreed to or concurred 

I will tell the Senate why. If we are in sucb shipments by our · allies. I do 
providing these funds to our allies for not know whether we did it reluctantly; 
the purpose of enabling them to develop I certainly think we did it reluctantly; 
their military power and strength as a but, reluctantly or otherwise, the results 
defense against communism, then how are the same. Our allies obviously insist 
inconsistent is it for _the same allies, for upon this sort of trade. As I pointed out, 
the sake of trade -and profit, to place in ·according to the evidence before the com
the hands of the Communist bloc the mittee, some of the tools and machines 
machi~es, materials, and other essen- referred to, which were to be down
tials of the war potential in a war efiort? graded, are modern. As I pointed out, in 
Is not the advantage we are trying to one particular instance, one tool and 
gain and for which we are trying to boring machine was the kin-d that would 
provide being offset by the making of make several patterns at one time, 
.such machines, tools, and materials whereas a jig-boring machine which 
available to a potential enemy? makes only one boring at a time re .. 

Mr. President, this is a serious mat.. mained under embargo. 
ter. Our Government is now, I am ad- Mr. RUSSELL. We are going to make 
vised, in the course of discussions with sure the Communists do not get any ob
our allies regarding the embargo on solete tools, and make sure that the ones 
.exports to Red China. The China em- they get are the most modern and effec
bargo is presently far more stringent tive. 
than are the. controls of trade with Mr. McCLELLAN. I cannot quote ·the 
Russia and the European Soviet bloc. exact language, but one of the witnesses, 

In view of this, I insist, Mr. President, an expert in tool equipment and tool ma
that until Congress gets the information chinery, who operates a mill, and whose 
we have requested and to which we are father operated one before him, said that 
.entitled from the executive branch of with what the Soviet bloc can now ob
the· Government on trade with tbe So- tain, they can build a whole machine 
viet bloc, it should withhold action on shop. 
the appropriation for foreign assistance Another thing I should like to point out 
for our allies. is that whenever a Soviet bloc country 

Are we not entitled to have that in- gets one of these modem tools, all it has 
formation as we deliberate and as we to do is duplicate it. It can be dupli .. -
consider appropriating billions of dol.. cated over and over again. They do not 
lars of the taxpayers' money which will have to spend 2 to 5 years time doing the 
be expended on the pretext and for the engineering, the designing, and the test
purpose of aidi·ng and assisting our allies ing and experimenting to get the ma
to develop superior strength, or strength ;ehinery to operate efficiently. 
which will enable them to resist Com- Mr. RUSSELL. If the Senator will 
munist aggression? Are we not entitled indulge me for a moment, I should like 
to know what kind of cooperation we are to say that it may be that we have no 
getting from those allies, or the lack of power to control the trade relations of 
cooperation we are getting? I think we ,our allies, but if the Congress has made 
are entitled to know. I think we are -0ne thing clear in passing foreign aid 
entitled to know what effect the Battle bills, it is that representatives of this 
A.ct is having today. In my opinion it 'Government should exert every effort at 
is very effective. their command to see to it that tools 

Mr. President, the work of the sub- which are so vital to our war machine, 
committee in this inquiry is not finished. ,and that which the Soviet -bloc con .. 
We shall soon hear testimony regarding spiracy is now forging, would not, with 
.the decontrol or downgrading of items our approval, get into the hands of the 
in the electronic and electrical equip- ·communists. 
ment. categ.ories. We will not be de- I do not understand exactly why the 
terred in this investigation. We shall · executive branch of our Government 
do everything in our power to obtain the .should undertake to classify the to.els 
information and to get the truth to the that come under the Battle Act. I do 
. American people. not see whY we should keep it as secret. as 

.Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, will possible, but_agreethat such tows may go 
the Senator Yfeld? to the Communist ,nations; 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I gladly yield. Mr. JACKSON. Mr. President, will 
Mr . . RUSSELL. Mr. President, to me ,the 'Sena.tor from 1\.rkansas yield to me? 

-the statement which has just been made , Mr. McCLELLAN. I yield. 
.bY the Senator from Arkansas reveals a Mr. JACKSON. I might say to the 
_most startling state of affairs. Do I cor- distinguished Senator from Georgia that 
rectly understand the Senator to say I asked Mr. Hollister, who administers 
that the Government •Of the United the Battle Act program, why the list was 
States, through its duly accredited repre- classified. ·He has been in charge of 
sentatives, has agreed to the shipment of -the program iar more than 6 months. 
tools, which he rightly says are more im.- His answer to me was-and I think the 
portant than merely guns or ammuni- chairman of the committee was pres
tion, to .the Soviet bloc by our allies, while ent-tha.t he did not know why. He was 
still placing restri-0tions on such ship- in charge of _administering the program 
ments from American citizens? He had a classitied list, but he could not 

Mr. McCLELLAN. We do not sell any give us a single reason why the list was 
~uch material to .the .Sovlet bloc. we classified. Is that correct? 
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Mr. McCLELLAN. That is what Mr. 

Hollister stated. He had been there 
only 6 months; therefore he did not 
know. ' 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Hollister ap
parently was not our representative 
when we agreed to this provision. 

The man who made the classification 
was probably the one who agreed that 
all these tools should go to the Com
munist government. Naturally, he 
would want to keep the American people 
in the dark as much as possible, when 
he was flying in the face of what I am 
sure is the will of the overwhelming ma
jority of the American people. 

We will never learn anything from 
experience. We had scrap iron, which 
was sold to Japan, fired back at us by 
the Japanese in the form of munitions. 
Now we are consenting to the sale to 
the Communists of the most delicate and 
modern tools necessary for the forging 
of engines of war. 1 

Mr. McCLELLAN. What we are send
ing is not scrap. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I do not want to 
monopolize all the time, but I commend 
the Senator from Arkansas for his per
sistence in pursuing the matter . . I do 
not know that I can commend his ap
parent calm and patience. I think, from 
the state of facts he has presented, we 
have a very shocking picture of the faff-
ure of cooperation with the Congress in 
a field in which we have as d.irect a re
sponsibility or a greater responsibility 
than the executive department in at
tempting to maintain a superiority in 
arms, in order that we may defend our 
country. It shows a great abuse of the 
power of classifying documents, but I 
cannot blame the individuals who are 
responsible for this matter for attempt
ing to keep it from the American people. 
I hope the Senator from Arkansas and 
the Senate will pursue it until the whole 
picture is brought into the open. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. While perhaps I 
may appear to .be calm, I am not quite 
so calm in my emotions and in my feel
ings about 'this matter, but I have 

' reached the conclusion that this is some
thing which is the responsibility of all 
of us. With the help of my fine col
leagues on the committee, we have been 
trying to obtain this information. No 
one can substantiate the statement 
which was made at the time, namely, 
that this would help control the ship
ment of vital war materials. Its effect 
has been just the opposite; it has made 
it possible for such materials to flow, and 
that is not in the interest of the United 
States. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Instead of making 
any such statement as that, we might as 
well ship directly to Moscow the 44,000 
pounds of uranium which are to be sent 
overseas, and then say that thereby we 
are _contributing to the superiority of 
American arms. 

Mr. WELKER. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Arkansas yield to me? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I yield. 
Mr. WELKER. I certainly wish to 

commend my distinguished friend, the 
able Senator from Arkansas, for this 
disclosure, once again made on the floor 
of the Senate, to those of us whose duty 
it is to represent the . American people. 

Let me say that we have heard this 
matter discussed by Senators on both 
sides of the aisle; and I know that Sena
tors on both sides have assisted the dis
tinguished chairman and the other 
members of his committee in the work 
which now has resulted in bringing this 
matter to light. 

Let me ask a question of the chairman 
of the committee: Is it fair to assume 
that certain of the foreign aid we are 
giving annually to foreign countries is, 
by an indirect route, to be used to pur
chase tools and machinery which are be
ing shipped to the Communist countries? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Of course, I can
not say that; but we do know that as we 
provide this aid to countries which wish 
to trade, they are trading in some of the 
strategic materials the Russians are 
short of; and thus we provide them with 
an opportunity to sell something else. 

Mr. WELKER. They can sell these 
.materials and this equipment anywhere 
they wish to sell it; is that correct? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Yes. . . 
I wish to say-as perhaps the Senator 

knows-that the committee, as I have 
pointed out, began to look into this mat
ter under the preceding administration. 
The inquiry has been nonpartisan; both 
sides have tried to pursue the matter, 
and we are pursuing it now harder than 
ever before. If there is anything wrong 
in this case, we should know it. If it is 
proper for our allies to sell such materi
als or equipment to Communist coun
tries, it is not wrong for Americans to 
sell such things .to those countries. We 
should put the matter on that basis. 

Mr. WELKER. Let me say that five 
or six members of the Senate Armed 
Services Committee are now on the floor 
of the Senate, and they are vitally in
terested in the work the able Senator 
from Arkansas has done. In the last 
number of months it has been the obli
gation of those of us who serve on the 
committee to listen to some rather 
shocking testimony which has been ad
duced. 

The United States must be prepared. 
It is the duty of the Armed Services 
Committee to see that our Nation is pre
pared. Now that this information has 
been brought out by the Senator from 
Arkansas, I hope and pray that America 
will awaken to the dangers of false se
curity. Mr. President, again I desire to 
congratulate the distinguished Senator 
from Arkansas. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I thank the distin
guished Senator from Idaho. 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. President, will 
the Senator from Arkansas yield to me? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I am glad to yield 
to my colleague on the committee. 

Mr. JACKSON. I should like to say 
that now that Mr. Dulles has returned, 
I think it would be appropriate for him 
to come before our committee and ex-

.plain-if he has a reason-why this in

. formation is being withheld. 
I shall be called upon, as will .all other 

·Members of the Senate, to vote on a 
large foreign-aid bill. I wish to know 
the facts. As one who has consistently 

· voted for foreign aid, I believe we have 
a right to know the facts. 

Mr. Dulles is now back from his vaca
tion; and I think it is high time that he 

appeared before our committee and gave 
us the facts, without further delay. 
Otherwise, he is inviting complete 
jeopardy of the foreign-aid program. 
We have no other course but to oppose 
requests for further foreign aid, if we. 
are not going to get from the executive 
branch of the Government any more 
information than we have been getting. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. The point is that 
if there is any information which needs 
to be classified or needs to be kept secret, 
and if it actually serves the security of 
our country to keep it classified or secret, 
then I do not wish to have such informa
tion supplied. But if it is a matter of 
knowing whether our allies are selling to 
our potential enemy, .I cannot under
stand the kind of reasoning which holds 
it is vital that such information be kept 
secret, and that the publishing of such 
information would affect the security of 
our Nation-other than affect it ad
versely. 

Mr. President, why should not the 
American people know it, and why 
should not the Congress have complete 
information about it, so Congress can 
use the information intelligently, both 
as regards appropriations and in connec
tion with strengthening the Export Con
trol Act and also the Battle Act. In my 
judgment, Mr. President, as the Battle 
Act is operating now, it is almost a farce. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Arkansas yield to me? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I yield. 
Mr. MORSE. I wish to say, Mr. Presi

dent, that I believe the great Senator 
from Arkansas [Mr. McCLELLAN] and 
the other members of his committee are 
to be congratulated by all other Mem
bers of the Senate on the great, patriotic 
service they are rendering on this issue, 
as well as on other issues. 

I wish to associate myself with the re
marks which have been made today by 
the Senator from Idaho [Mr. WELKER] 
and also by the chairman of the Armed 
Services Committee, the distinguished 
junior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Rus
SELL]. I desire to commend them for 
the nonpartisan position they are taking 
on this issue. Certainly it is proper that 
a nonpartisan position be taken, because 
when we are dealing with a matter of 
patriotism, there can be no partisanship.· 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Of course there 
cannot be. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr.· President, if the 
Senator from Arkansas will yield further 
to me, I wish to refer to several points 
which I think need to be reemphasized; 
I think some of them have already been 
emphasized by the Senator from Arkan
sas [Mr. McCLELLAN], ·the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. RussELL], and the Senator 
from Idaho [Mr. WELKER]. I wish to 
point out that what our allies do in re
gard to supplying strategic materials to 
Russia happens to have a great effect on 
every man, woman, and child in the 
United States, and creates a great dan
ger for all the American people. We 
cannot ignore that, and we cannot con .. 
sider it separately from foreign aid. 

When the Congress comes to consider 
the foreign-aid program this year, we 
shall have to take a long, hard look at 
its ramifications, because if we are giving 
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foreign aid, let -us say, to England, in or .. 
der to build up her economic and pro
ductive power, we must -determine the 
use to which that productive power is 
being put. If that productive power is 

· to be used to manufacture machine tools 
which will be sent to Russia;-as the Sen
ator from Arkansas has pointed out to
day-then that foreign aid threatens the 
security of American boys, in case of 
another war. 

Mr. President, I serve notice now that 
I do not intend to vote for a foreign-aid 
program when there is concealed from 
me what is happening in regard to the 
use to which that foreign aid is being 
put by alleged allies. 

Mr. McCLELLAN: I agree with the 
Senator from. Oregon. · 

Mr. MORSE. We have a right to 
know what goods foreign-aid countries 
ship to Russia. We are not" asking for 
the disclosure ·of secrets which involve 

- the war plans of our country, which 
should be kept secret-although on that 
point let me say that I think that in the 
United States we have gone a long way 
in keeping from the chairmen of the 
appropriate committees defense infor
mation which should be known to those 
leaders of the Senate and the House of 
Representatives. I believe it is silly to 
think that the security of our Nation is 
violated in some way if, for example, 
the chairman of the Armed Services 
Committee and the ranking Republican 
on that committee .are taken into con
fidence; and the same is true of the For
eign Relations Committee..:......,:and I _speak 
as a member of that committee. The 
same is true of the committee headed _by 
the distinguished Senator from Arkansas 
[Mr; McCLELLAN]. Regardless of what 
administration may be in power-:
whether Republican or Democratic-:w.e 
.must see to it that we really put into 
effect the system of checks under our 
Constitution. 

If the list of goods being sold to Russia 
by our allies referred to is being kept 
from the Senator from Arkansus on the 
claim that it is classified, I say tbat such 
concealment is not in keeping with the 
spirit of the checks provided by our Con
stitution on the executive branch of our 
Government. I am concerned with what 

· is being done in regard to keeping from 
the Congress these so-called secret 
matters. 

My second point is that I believe the 
American people must get their eyes open 
quickly.:.......but they cannot get them open 
if they do not have the facts-about 
what Russia is doing in terms of heavy 

-industry. 
I cannot say here everything that I 

should like to say, a.rid at the same time 
keep faith with the trust that is reposed 
in my keeping confidences. But I can 
say that at a recent briefing I was very 
much concerned about the Russian steel 
output. There was information pre
sented that last year the Russian steel 
output was approximately 53 million 
tons. If some persons think we should 
take a great deal of comfort from the 
fact that in the same year the steel pro
duction in the United States was approx
imately twice that amount they are sadly 
mtstaken. 

The question is, What did Russia do .States Senate to, get it. I cannot do more 
with her 53 million tons, and what did we than that. · · · 
do with our 100 million tons, more or I thought I should report to this body 
less? That makes all the difference in this afternoon on what had been de._ 

0 the world. If we could get a correct veloped and the hindrances which we 
analysis, I fear-and I tremble with fear are encountering. If the officials of the 
about this-that it would show that the executive department are right, they can 
53 million tons ot steel produced in Soviet sustain their position. If they are wrong, 
Russia last year went into war equipment they must take the responsibility for 
to a greater extent than did the total of their action. 
100 million tons of steel produced in the Mr. SYMINGTON. Mr. President, 
United States. I fear that the 53 million will the Senator yield? 
tons of steel produced in Russia did more Mr. McCLELLAN. I yield. 
to hurry Russia forward in the construe- Mr. SYMINGTON. May I have the 
tion of a war machine than the steel attention of the distinguished Senator 
produced in the United States did to from Idaho [Mr. WELKER]? He made 
assist our defense program. a pertinent observation on the. question 
, I believe that our two great commit:. of whether or not we ·w:ere giving aid to 
-tees, the Arrried Se'rvices Committee, of ·countries which ,wer~;in effect,. shipping 
·which the Senater from Georgia [Mr. .materials made with. that aid to the 
RussELL], the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Communists: It is true that is what we 
WELKER], the · Senator from Missouri have been doing. For example, we have 
[Mr. SYMINGTON] and other Senators _giv:en foreign aid to countries in order 
present are members: and the Foreign that they might d,evelop copper mines. 
Relations Committee,- of which the dis- Those count.ries' are shipping copper to 
tinguished Senator from Ge9rgia [Mr~ tqe Communists, despite the fact we 
GEORGE] is chairman, and which includes have not yet completed our own stockpile 
other Senators who are present, besides of copper to the point considered essen
myself, must work together on the mat- tial for our own security, and also de
ter of foreign aid this year. We must spite the fact that; not too long ago, we 
find out the facts about what is being were paying a premium price for copper 
done · indirectly through foreign aid to on. the world market as against domestic 
increase the war potential of Russia. price. 
It is going along at such a rapid pace · · Mr. WELKER. Mr. President, will the 
that, nonpartisanly and nonpolitically, Senat9r yield? 
all we patriots had better call the atten- Mr. McCLELLAN. I yield. 
tion of the Government and the people of Mr. WELKER. If I may interrupt 
our country to the great danger of Rus- the Senator from Missouri, of course I do 
sia's warmaking power. I do not think not intend to shed any .crocodile tears 
the Senator from -Arkansas should let over Members of the United States Sen
go his ·hold on th1s subject. I think he ate . who have been voting for _foreign 

·- must make it clear to this administration ·aid as long as I have been in the Senate. · 
· that we have the right to know what our ·I have always voted against ft. How-
. allies are doing with foreign aid. ever, ·I certainly appr.eciate the kind 
· I commerid the Senator from Arkansas tribute to me from the Senator from 
for his calmness and objectivity, but I Missouri. · 
think we must be tenacious. I think the Mr. SYMINGTON. I voted for some 
time has come to ask the officials of the foreign aid, and shall continue' to vote 
Government to give us the facts, and not ~or so:q:ie foreign aid, prqyided we get 
hide behind secret classification, secret mto the record the fact we do not in
classification secret classification. tend to have that aid used, directly or 

In the pre~ence of the Senator from . indirectly, to in.crease the war machine 
Missouri [Mr. SYMINGTON] I make this of the Commumsts. , 
last point: I think a pri~a facie case Does the - distinguished chairman of 
has been made on the floor of the.senate the com.mittee rerµember that at one 
to show that we are falling far behind point a Government consultant on ma·
Russia in our air defense and air power. c~in~ ~ools was asked the following ques
We cannot · afford to continue in that . t10n · . I~ other words, we can say, can 
direction. The same is true of the missile we not, that we continue to embargo 
program. As a member of the commit- practically everything they qo not want, 
tee on Foreign Relations, I wish to say ~nd . h~ve lif~ed the embargo .?n just 
to Mr. Dulles this afternoon from this aboµt evei::ythmg they do want? 

.floor that I do not intend to let him Mr. M9Ci,ELLAN. I think that is .al-
separate foreign aid from the defense most verbatim what took place in· the 
program of my . country. The Senator committee. ' 
from Arkansas is dealing with the de- I can tell this body_:_and I knaw my 

_ fense o_f my country when he is dealing colleagues will verify the statement-
with this problem; ·and I assure him of that the people upan whom the Defense 
my complete support in the great patri- Departme~t depehds for ad~ice and 
otic fight he is making on this issue. c~mnsel with respec.t to strategic mate-

Mr. McCLELLAN. I thank the dis- rial~ know the seriousne~ of. the si~
tinguished Senator from Oregon. I will uat~on. We can read their d1~tress m 
say to him that I do not retreat from a their faces. They are greatly distressed 
stand I have taken quickly or easily I by reason o~ the fact that these t~ings 

. . · are happemng. They do not hesitate 
have t~1ed to ~ake it very clea~ to the to tell us so privately. When they are 
executive offic1a~s-I have done it cour- before the committee and on th.e wit
teously and pohtely, but I trust I have ness stand, and their ·bosses are sitting 
also d~ne: it firml~-t~at.w~ are. g~ing to there, under such restrictions they are a 
get .this mformat10n if it is w1thm the little reluctant. However, we can read 
power of the comnµttee or the United the messag~ in their countenances. They 
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ten tis that what has fiappened is almost 
tragic. · 

Mr. SYMINGTON. Mr: President, 
will the Senator yield? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I yield. 
Mr. SYMINGTON. Is it true that un

der the present regulations the most 
modern machine tools can be shipped 
for 6 months before any question arises 
as to whether these new machine tools 
should or should not be embargoed? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I think it takes 
about that long to get them on the list. 

Mr. SYMINGTON. So, if one of our 
allies desired to take an order on the 
side, it could build the equipment, not 
say anything about it, then ship the item 
for 6 months after it was built. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. That is true. 
Mr. SYMINGTON: Is it not true that 

among the products put up in payment 
for these war ·materials by the Commu
nists were butter, cotton, and corn? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. · The testimony be
fore the committee was that many of 
these strategic materials were paid for 
in the very things of which we have great 
surpluses. Cotton is · one. 

Mr. SYMINGTON. They include as 
I remember eggs~ butter, -cotton, corn, 
and, incidentally' gold. 
· Mi. McCLELLAN. Gold is one item. 

Mr. SYMINGTON. Let me ask the 
distinguished chairman this question: 
If an American corporation desired to 
ship any of these products to the Com
munists, would it not be refused the right 
to do so on the ground our national se
curity would be impaired? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. That is my under
standing. I do not see how it could be 
refused on any other ground. That 
would be the only justification for it, 
so far as I know. 

Mr. SYMINGTON. Is it not true that 
rubber is being shipped in quantity to 
Russia, despite the fact rubber cannot 
be shipped to the Chinese Communists? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I understand that 
is true. I do .not .think that has devel
oped as yet in · the public hearings. I 
tried to confine my remarks this after
noon to those things which we have de
veloped in public ·hearings. Certain 
other facts have been developed in ex
ecutive sessions, which I hope and expect 
the committee to bring out in public 
hearings, possibly next week. 

Mr. SYMINGTON. I close my com
ments on this subject by reading a brief 
quotation from one of the highest mili
tary officials of this Government. 

In airplane after airplane, the Soviets are 
approaching us in quality and surpassing us 
in quantity. • • • The fact is they have 
been and are outproducing us in all cate
gories, but medium jet bombers. • • • 
One of the reasons that we are dropping be
hind is that the Communists are making 
scientific and technological advances at a 
faster rate than we. 

Many people question that type and 
character of statement, on the ground 
the Communists have not the materials 
with which to produce those airplanes, or 
the technology with which to develop 
such items as jet engines. 

It is a fact, is it not, that the testi
mony brought out by the Senator from 
Arkansas, and the able counsel of the 
committee, and the committee's· staff, 

has developed evidence that we . are 
shipping war materials to the Commu
nists, plus technological kno.wledge 
through the shipment of latest machine 
tools, to a point where they should not 
have too much difficulty in making these 
airplanes. Is that not correct? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. It is certainly 
providing aid to them of that character. 
When the Senator says we are shipping 
the material, I should like to point out 
that it is not the United States, btJt our 
allies. They are shipping those things 
with our Government's concurrence. 

Mr. SYMINGTON. When I say "We" 
I mean we, because it' is my understand
ing-and I am asking whether or not 
it is also the distinguished Senato1·'s 
understanding:-that the free world is 
operating in a partnership understand
ing against communism. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. That is the pur
pose of ·the aid. If we were not parties 
to it we would not be granting aid, cer
tainly not aid of a military character. 
We might give some humanitarian as
sistance and perhaps some economic 
aid, but certainly we would not be 
granting military aid. 

Mr. ERVIN. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I yield. 
Mr. ERVIN. · I should li).{e to ask the 

able Senator from Arkansas if the ex
cuse given is that disclosure of such in
formation might reveal some transac
tions with a foreign nation which might 
be of a confidential nature. Is that cor-
rect? · 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Yes. I may say 
to the Senator that perhaps sometimes 
the request of the committee was so 
broad that it might have included docu
ments pertaining to other countries · 
which were of a confidential nature, but 
we have tried to make clear in conver
sations and in letters that we were not 
trying to get any confidential docu
ments which related to some other 
country. What we have been trying to 
get is a list, the Battle Act list, declassi
fied, so that we can make it public. 
We have been trying to get the list of 
items together with the recommenda
tions made by the so-called JOC com
mittee, so that we might make some 
comparisons as to how far our repre
sentatives went beyond perhaps the 
very liberal action ·which was taken 
when we were trying at that level to 
hold the line on these things. 

Mr. ERVIN. That is the matter I 
wanted to draw attention to in my sec
ond question. I shoUld like to ask the 
distinguished Senator from Arkansas if 
evidence taken before the subcommit
tee has not disclosed the fact that 
approximately 100 different items were 
recommended to be de-embargoed by 
the JOC committee, and if the JOC 
committee is not entirely a committee 
pomposed of Americans operating with
in the departments of the Government, 
and if the committee has not been re
fused documentary evidence concern
ing actions of the JOC committee in 
making these recommendations. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Yes; our commit
tee has been refused all those docu-
ments, and even the recommendations. 
I should think there would be a list of 

items. We have been told that there 
is not even a list of items that JOC 
considered. Of course there may not 
be an actual list, but certainly there is 
a record, because recommendations 
were made, and those recommendations 
related to some specific items. 

Mr. MUNDT. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Arkansas yield? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I am happy to 
yield. 

Mr. MUNDT. Mr. President, I wish 
to associate myself with the chairman of 
the Committee on Government Opera
tions, the Senator from Arkansas, from 
the standpoint of believing that our 
country should take every reasonable 
and every proper precaution to prevent 
shipments behind the Iron Curtain of 
any materials useful to their war ma
chine. 

So that my position may be made very 
clear on the record, I may say that .I 
made the motion in the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry, which was ap
proved by the committee, to strike out of 
the farm bill a section which would have 
relaxed the arrangements whereby addi
tional foodstuffs could be sent behind the 
Iron Curtain. 

I did that even though I come from a 
farm State and despite the magnitude of 
the problem of surpluses, because I rec
ognize the fact that anything that feeds 
an enemy is a disservice to the Republic. 

Having said that, I must also say that, 
while I associate myself with what the 
chairman has said, and although I com
mend him, because I know he is ap .. 
preaching the matter on a nonpartisan 
basis, I am a little disturbed by some 
statements made during the colloquy to 
which I have listened, and which cer
tainly would remind anyone of the fact 
that 1956 is a political year. 

·There is one statement which seems to 
need comment by me. I ref er to the 
chairman's statement: 

Can it be, Mr. President, this classlfl.cation, 
this policy of secrecy, this suppression or 
withholding of the truth, is a process or an 
action designed for the hiding of errors, in
efficiency, and bad judgment of Government 
officials? I am convinced it is. 

I certainly wish to dissociate myself 
from that conclusion. · I think . at the 
moment it is purely a political deduction. 

I believe we will find out whether there 
is inefficiency and I think we should
and I believe we will find out whether 
there were errors-and I think we 
should-and I believe we should find out 
whether there was bad judgment-and 
I think we will find that out, too. 

However, at this stage of uncompleted 
hearings, before we have even asked Gov:.. 
ernor Stassen to testify before us-and 
he should testify before our committee
! do not believe we can conclude now 
that there was error, inefficiency, or bad 
judgment. That should be something 
that should come at the conclusion of 
the hearings, not before they have actu-

. ally started. 
In that connection, I should like to 

ask unanimous consent to have printed 
in the RECORD a letter written to the com
mittee through our distinguished chair
man, on February 20, by the Acting Se~ .. 
retary of State, Mr. Herbert Hoover, Jr., 
in which he sets forth the position of 

' 
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the State Department and lists those 
items which in his opinion our commit
tee should have in public session, those 
items which in his opinion the commit
tee should have as a classified list, and 
those items Which ih his opinion might 
do jeopardy to our international rela
tionships if they were made public in any 
way. 

There ·being no objection, the letter 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

FEBRUARY 20, 1956. 
The Honorable JOHN L. McCLELLAN, 

Chairman, Permanent Subcommittee 
on Investigations, United States 
Senate. . 

DEAR SENATOR MCCLELLAN: During the 
course ·of the current inquiry by the sub
committee into East-West trade controls, the 
subcommittee has made a number of re
quests for information and documents from 
the executive branch, some to the Interna
tional Cooperation Administration, and 
others to the Departments of Defense and 
Commerce. The specific requests as to docu
ments relate to the international lists, the 
Battle Act lists, and the working papers and 
minutes of the Joint Operating Committee 
which was set up as an advisory g;roup in 
the executive branch with relation to the 
negotiations with our allies in 1954 concern
ing the international lists. In addition, the 
International Cooperation Administration 
has been specifically requested to supply in
formation as to the certain recommenda
tions of the Joint Operating Committee. 

This letter relates to all such requests. 
In relation to these requests, it should be 

stated what the agencies involved have sup
plied and have offered to supply to the sub
committee. The International Cooperation 
Administration has furnished to you the vari
ous Battle Act lists from 1952 to 1955 with a 
notation as to the items decontrolled or 
downgraded on or about August 25, 1954. 
As recogni•zed by the subcommittee in its 
request, these documents and related in
formation were supplied necessarily on a 
classified basis. . 

On February 14, I discussed with the sub
committee the overall policy considerations 
involved in the whole subject of the control 
of trade in strategic materials, and for the 
Departments of State, Defense, and Com
merce and the International Cooperation 
Administration requested, in view of con
siderations given to the subcommittee, first, 
that hearings on the s·ubject of strategic 
controls be held in executive session and, 
second, that the appropriate officials at the 
policymaking levels be permitted to come 
before the subcommittee to fully explain our 
policy and actions in the negotiations with 
our allies in 1954. 

I further referred to the matter of the 
documents involved; most of these. docu
ments are classified and highly sensitive; 
many of them involve our relations with 
other governments; and almost all of them 
are working-level papers of the executive 
branch showing intarnal advice and recom
mendations. 

In that connection, I stated that if the 
subcommittee decided to pursue its investi
gation along the lines suggested, the agen
cies involved were prep'ared to review the 
question of what documents could appro
priately be turned over to the subcommittee 
in the light of the developing testimony, 
with proper consideration for the safe
guarding of those that are confidential and 
sensitive; 

It is my understanding that the stibeom
mittee has denied these requests, at least 
insofar as holding the hearings in executive 
session is concerned, and has renewed its 
request for the documents involved. How
ever, the executive branch has certain re
sponsibilities and duties under the Con-

stitution and our laws which it is bound to 
fulfill. These relate to the conduct of our 
foreign relations and to the .effective and 
efficient administration of . the executive 
branch. 

As to East-West trade ·controls the present 
international system has existed on a volun
t ary basis between the United States and 
the nations friendly to it since 1948. The 
group of nations participating in this system 
of controls does not have a formal agree
ment which subordinates their actions to 
rule by majority. The system of controls 
depends for its very existence on the good 
faith of the participating nations. Any of 
these nations is free to take unilateral ac
tion at any time if for any reason it does 
not wish to abide l!>y the suggested control 
list. Cooperation, tl:;lerefore, is the only way 
in which the objectives of effective inter
national control of strategic materials can 
be accomplished. In many instances par
ticipation of a particular nation in this pro
gram has been obtained only on the specific 
commitment that the details of such par
ticipation would be kept secret. 

Thus any revelation on our part of the 
details of this program would constitute a 
breach of trust on the part of the United 
States, and by jeopardizing the voluntary 
basis upon whicn the program rests, would 
endanger our national security. 

Because of this, the international lists 
cannot be revealed by the executive branch. 
We are, however, prepared through respon
sible officials to (1) furnish the subcommit
tee in open session information as to items 
deleted from the 1952 list in the 1954 re
vision, and (2) furnish the subcommittee in 
executive session on a classified basis in
formation as to items downgraded, upgradec;l, 
or added to the list in the 1954 revision. 

Apart from the Battle Act list, which 
already has been supplied to the subcom
mittee on a classified basis, and the inter
national lists referred to above, the re
maining documents in the executive branch 
relating to East-West trade controls consist 
of discussions and communications of an 
advisory nature among the officials and em
ployees of the executive branch, highly sen
sitive intelligence information, and com
munications with our delegation and ·other 
representatives abroad containing recom
mendations, information regarding the posi
tion of other governments, and comments 
thereon. It is contrary to the public inter
est that their conversations or communica
tions or any documents or reproductions 
concerning such advice be disclosed. May 
we refer you to the position of the President 
on the subject in his letter of May 17, 1954, 
to the Secretary of Defense. We are, there
fore, required to deny to this subcommittee 
any documents that would v~olate this prin
ciple . . 

We recognize the right of the Congress to 
investigate the operations of the Govern
ment and we continue to stand ready to 
cooperate· with this committee by having the 
officials who were charged with the respon
sibility for the negotiations with the coop
erating nations to appear before you to 
explain the considerations which guided 
their actions during these negotiations. We 
can advise you that Governor Stassen, who 
was charged with the chief responsibility 
involving these negotiations, will appear be
fore the committee on a date mutually sat
isfactory to the committee and him. 

We feel sure that your ·subcommittee in 
this manner can obtain an accurate picture 
of Government ·policy and actions in the 
area of international strategic controls. 

I am authorized to state that this letter 
has the concurrence of the Secretary of 
Defense, the Secretary of Commerce, and the 
Director of the International Cooperation 
Administration. 

Sincerely -yours, 
HERBERT HOOVER, Jr., 

Acting Secretary of State. 

Mr. MUNDT. Mr. President, I should 
like to say just one more thing. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. President, if 
the Senator from South Dakota wishes 
to speak in his own tight, he may do so. 
I have ·concluded my remarks. 

Mr. MUNDT. I thank the Senator, 
but I believe the Senator from Washing~ 
ton [Mr. MAGNUSON] desires to speak 
and I can conclude in 2 or 3 more min
utes. I have made this suggestion be
fore, and since the matter has been 
tossed into the arena·of public debate, I 
shall make the suggestion publicly now. 

I believe the method by which our 
committee might most properly proceed 
to get down to the facts in this matter
and I want to get down to the facts, 
because I believe Congress may decide to 
tighten foreign-aid legislation, so as to 
make certain that our allies, who receive 
assistance from us, do not 'in turn trans
mit war materials to the enemy-would 
be to ask Governor Stassen to appear be
fore our committee, because he was in 
charge of the decontrols and in charge 
of the international conferences at the 
time the decisions were reached. Until 
that is done,-I submit any deductions are 
premature, to say the least. 

I believe that next we should bring 
before our committee jointly, in execu
tive session, Mr. John Hollister, the Ad
ministrator of ICA, and Mr. Weeks, the 
Secretary of Commerce, who has had 
much to do with the decontrol of items 
on the Battle list. At the same time we 
should also bring in Mr. Herbert Hoover, 
Jr., to state the view of the State Depart-
ment. · 

In that way we can find out for our
selves, first, which branch of this coordi
nate activity and information our com
mittee wants and, second, what will serve 
the public interest to make available in 
public print. I know that no member 
of our committee wants to do jeopardy 
to our international policy. We are not 
seeking to get information which will be 
of comfort . and aid to the enemy. I 
believe all of us are seeking, and rightly 
so, information which clearly does not 
do anything to help the enemy's cause. 
By bringing those three officials before 
the committee we will at least have in
formation before us to show who has the 
information we want and what their 
reasons are, if any, for believing that 
some portion of that information should 
not be made available. 

After hearing them, I think our com
mittee will be able to act rationally, dis
passionately, and without political mo
tive, and try to render the service to the 
country which I know is the ultimate 
desire of every member of the committee. 

Mr. ERVIN. Mr. President, after 
watching the State Department encour
age. the Department of Commerce not 
to give us any information, and tl)e De
partment of Commerce insisting that 
the State Department should not give 
us any information, I am inclined to the 
conclusion that they were actuated by 
the motives which actuated a teen-age 
couple in my section of the country. On 
one occasion John was at a party and 
was compelled by force of circumstances 
to see Mary home. It was the first time 
he had ever seen a girl home, and, when 
he reached her home, he said, "Mary, do 

. 

. 
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not tell any of the boys that I saw you 
home tonight, because they might tease 
me about it." 

She said, "You need not worry. I am 
just as much ashamed of it as you are." 

So, Mr. President, when I see the De
partment of Commerce insisting that 
the Department of State withhold in
formation from the Congress of the 
United States and the American people, · 
and the Department of State insists that 
the Department of Commerce do the 
same, I begin to suspect that they are 
both ashamed of what has been going 
on in this field. 

Mr. KNOWLAND subsequently said: 
Mr. President, apropos the remarks made 
earlier today by the Senator from Ar
kansas [Mr. McCLELLAN], I ask unani
mous consent that there may be printed 
in the RECORD, a letter which was ad
dressed to him by Mr. Herbert Hoover, 
Jr., Acting Secretary of State. 

Without objection, the letter was 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: 

FEBRUARY 20, 1956. 
The Honorable JOHN L. McCLELLAN, 

Chairman, Permanent Subcommittee 
on Investigations, United States 
Senate. 

DEAR SENATOR McCLELLAN: During the 
course of the current inquiry by the sub
committee into East-West trade controls, 
the subcommittee has made a number of 
requests for information and documents 
from the executive branch, some to the In
ternational Cooperation Administration, and 
others to the Departments of Defense and 
Commerce. The specific requests as to docu
ments relate to the international lists, the 
Battle Act lists, and the working papers and 
minutes of the Joint Operating Committee, 
which was set up as an advisory group in 
the executive branch with relation to the 
negotiations with our allies ip 1954 concern
ing the international lists. In addition, the 
Int~rnational Cooperation Administration 
has been specifically requested to supply in
formation as to the certain recommendations 
of the Joint Operating Committee. 

This letter relates to all such requests. 
In relatio~ t9 these requests, it should be 

stated what the agencies involved have sup
plied and have offered to supply to the sub
committee. The International Cooperation 
Administration has furnished to you the 
various B~ttle Act lists from 1952 to 1955, 
with a notation as to the items decontrolled 
or downgraded on or about August 25, 1954. 
As recognized by the subcommittee in its re
quest, these documents and related informa
tion were supplied necessarily on a classified 
basis. 

On February 14, I discussed with the sub
committee the overall policy considerations 
involved in the whole subject of the control 
of trade in strategic materials, and for the 
Departments of State, Defense, and Com
merce and the International Cooperation Ad
ministration requested, in view of considera
tions given to the subcommittee, first, that 
hearings on the subject of strategic controls 
be held in executive session and, second, that 
the appropriate officials at the poUcymaking 
levels be permitted to come before the sub
committee to fully explain our policy and 
actions in the negotiations with our allies in 
1954. 

I :turther referred to the matter of the 
documents involYed: most of these docu
ments are classified a.lld highly sensitive: 
:many of them involve our relations with 
·other g<>vernments; and almost all of them 
are working · level papers of the executive 
branch showing internal advice · ~m<l recom
mendations. 

In that connection, I stated that 1f the 
subcommittee decided to pursue its investi
gation along the lines suggested, the agencies 
involved were prepared to review the ques
tion of what documents could appropriately 
be turned over to the subcommittee in the 
light of the developing testimony, with 
proper consideration for the safeguarding of 
those that are confidential and sensitive. 

It is my understanding that the subcom
mittee has denied these requests, at least 
insofar as holding the hearings in executive 
session is concerned, and has renewed its 
request for the documents involved. How
ever, the executive branch has certain re
sponsibilities and duties under the Consti
tution and our laws which it is bound to 
fulfill. These relate to the conduct of our 
foreign relations and to the effective and 
efficient administration of the executive 
branch. 

As to East-West trade controls the present 
international system has existed on a vol
untary basis between the United States and 
the nations friendly to it since 1948. The 
group of nations participating in this system 
of controls does not have a formal agreement 
which subordinates their actions to rule by 
majority. The system of controls depends 
for its very existence on the good faith of 
the participating nations. Any of these na
tions is free to take unilateral action at any 
time if for any reason it does not wish to 
abide by the suggested control list. Coopera
tion, therefore, is the only way in which the 
objectives of effective international control 
of strategic materials can be accomplished. 
In many instances participation of a par
ticular nation in this program has been 
obtained only on the specific commitment 
that the details of such participation would 
be kept secret. 

Thus any revelation on our part of the 
details of this program would constitute a 
breach of trust on the part of the United 
Stat.es, and by jeopardizing the voluntary 
basis upon which the program rests, would 
endanger our national security. 

Because of this the international lists can
not be revealed by the executive branch. We 
are, however, prepared through responsible 
omcials to ( 1) furnish the subcommittee in 
open session information as to items deleted 
from the 1952 list in the 1954 revision, and 
(2) furnish the subcommittee in executive 
session on a classified basis information as to 
items downgraded, upgraded, or added to the 
list in the 1954 revision. 

Apart from the Battle Act list, which al
ready has been supplied to the subcommittee 
on a classified basis, and the international 
lists referred to above, the remaining docu
ments in the executive branch relating to 
E'.lst-West trade controls consist of discus
sions and communications of an advisory na
.ture among the officials and employees of the 
executive branch, highly sensitive intelli
gence information, and communications with 
.our delegation and other representatives 
abroad containing recommendations, infor
mation regarding the position of other gov
ernments, and comments thereon. It ls con
trary to the ·public interest that their conver
sations or communications or any documents 
or reproductions concerning such advice be 
disclosed. May we refer you to the position 
o! the President on the subject in his letter 
of May 17, 1954:, to the Secretary of Defense. 

· We a.re, therefore, required to deny to this 
·subcommittee any documents that would 
. violate this principle. 

We recognize the right ot the Congress to 
investigate the operation11 of the Government 
and we continue to l!ltand ready to cooperate 
with this committee by having the officials 
who were charged with the responsib111ty for 
the negotiations with the cooperating na
Uons to appear before you to explain the con
a1derat1ons which guided their actions during 
these negotiatl:ons. We-can advise you that 
Governor Stassen, who . was charged with the 

chief responsibility involving these negotia
tions, will appear before the committee on a 
date mutually satisfactory to the committee 
and him. 

We feel sure that your subcommittee in 
this manner can obtain an accurate picture 
of Government policy and actions in the area. 
of international strategic controls. 

I am authorized to state that this letter 
has the concurrence of the Secretary of De
fense, the Secretary of Commerce, and the 
Director of International Cooperation Ad
ministration .. 

Sincerely yours, 
HERBERT HoovER, Jr., 
Acting Secretary of State. 

Mr. MAGNUSON obtained the floor. 
Mr. SMATHERS. Mr. President, will 

the Senator from Washington yield in 
order that I may place several items in 
the RECORD? 

Mr. MAGNUSON. I yield. 

CABINET COMMITTEE'S REPORT ON 
TRANSPORTATION-ADDRESS BY 
SENATOR MAGNUSON 

Mr. SMATHERS. Mr. President. 
much has been said and will be said 
about the so-called Cabinet Committee's 
Report on Transportation, the recom
mendations of which are embodied in 
S. 1920, a bill which is now pending 
before the Interstate and roreign Com
merce Committee. 

Until now most emphasis has been 
placed upon how the railroads and the 
common carrier truck will fare under 
the proposed legislation. 

On February 10 of this year the Sen
ator from Washington [Mr. MAGNUSON], 
chairman of the Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce Committee, delivered a speech 
before the Private Truck Council of 
America, Inc., at the group's Cleveland~ 
Ohio, convention, wherein he touched 
upon another phase of the matter that 
also deserves attention. 

The Senator from Washington spoke 
of the importance of maintaining a 
strong private . trucking industry in 
America and how that picture could be 
easily changed unless every safeguard is 
taken to insure continuance of the in
dustry. 

At this point, I ask unanimous con
sent that his Cleveland speech entitled 
"Trends in Transportation in Congress" 
be printed in the body of the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the speech 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

The Cabinet Committee report has created 
more interest and more controversy than any 
other matter before my committee. I know 
of your interest. 

The Cabinet Committee report states that 
common carriers are unfairly treated by the 
present regulatory laws because laws were 
first passed to regulate railroads as monopo
lies. Today, these laws are out of date be
cause new forms of transportation otrer stiff 
competition but the restrictive legislation re
mains, so the report claims. 

The Committee .claims that putting its 
recommendations into the law would give a. 
better break to all common carriers. 

I should point out that originally regula
tion was placed on transportation not only 
·because of monopoly conditions but also to 
correct the evils of too much competition. 
The Cabinet Committee does not m'.llce this 
entirely clear. 



3190 CONGRESSION.Al. RECORD- SENATE Pebruary 23 
. The repert was based on the idea th.at .be
cause there is now a great deal of competi
tion between rc.arr.ie:t:s_._ tile. Interstat.e Oom
merce Act should be changed to re.c.ognize 
such ·competition. · Fl!lrtber, t.he laws :shcmld 
be changed to serve the public lnte11est by 
preventing common carriers from having :too 
much unregulated competition. The.recom
mendations of ·the Committee have been put 
in -a bill, .S. 1920, whieh would make -the 
changes in the Interstate Commerce .Act that 
the Cabinet Committee considers necessary 
to strengthen common carriers .. 

You are aware that the ·national transpor
tation ,:policy now }n"Ovides· that all the parts 
of .the aet be administered. in such a way as 
to encourage reasonable charges for transpor
tation services without unfair or destructive 
competition. The cabinet Committee -would 
strike this irom -the law , and rep.la-ce that 
policy ,by one callin__g for _full c.ompetiticm .be
tween different forms of transportation. 

To bring about more 'Competition, several 
changes in tne Interstate Commerce Act 
concerning rate i;egulation ar~ proposed by 
the Cabinet Committee. These changes 
would give the regulated carriers grea.te·r 
freedom in ..making . rates by cu.tting down 
the power of the Interstate Commerce -C<lJill
mission over rates. Supposedly each carrier 
could then begin to perform the transp.orta
tion for which it .is best .sui-t.ed. The present 
power of the Commission to instruct the car·
riers to charge precise rates would be taken 
away. The Commission would .be left the 
limited author.ity to determine only just and 
reasonable minimum or maximum rates. 
Mueh confusion, however. 'exists ·concerning 
changes that would actualiy result lf this 
new suggestion were put into the law. 

1rhe Interstate .Commerce Commission ean 
now prevent rates -of doubtful legality ·from 
going into effect for as lcmg as 7 mcmths. 
During this time the Commission can in
vestigate -to deter.mine whether the proposed 
rates are lawful. The Cabinet Committee 
would have this power whittled down so 
that suspen.sion and investigation of pro
posed rates would be allowed only in very 
special ~es. The suspension period woum 
be made 3 months instead ·of 7 months. 

S. 1920 would change the long-and-short
baul portion of the .Interstate Commerce Act. 
This clause of the law will not allow a 
carrier to charge less for a long haul as com
pared with a shorter haul over the same line 
and in the same direction unless the Inter
tita te Commerce Commissiun gives permis
_sion. The proposal is that rail and water 
carriers no.t be required to get approval in 
advance by the Commission to depart from 
this section of the .law. The carrier could 
justify a departure by showing that such 
action -was necessary to meet competition 
and that the lower rates for the longer ·haul 
.than for the shorter haul are co.mpens.atory, 
that is, cover out-of-pocket costs. Further, 
large volumes of traffic could be .given low.er 
rates than smaller volumes under the terms 
of S. 1920. Again it tnust be shown by the 
carrier that such rates are based on lower 
costs and .are necessary to meet competition. 

The bill would do other things in the name 
of a better deal for common carriers. The 
present definition of private -carriers would 
_be changed. The same would be done for 
motor and water contra.et carriers. Water 
carriers that are n-0w allowed to carry thr-ee 
or less -commodities ln bulk without cregula
tion would be regulated. The purpose of ali 
"these, of course, i.s to give increased r,egula
tion to private and contract carriers in order 
to help common carriers. 

Along the same· line, the Interstate Com
merce Commission would be empowered .to 
-veto service req.uirements:placed an common 
carriers by States. Under . this prop..osal the 
,roe could order a passenger train discon-
tinued even :though the State eommission 
thought it.rendered a .necessary service. This 
power would apply where such .require.m.ents 
unduly burden interstate and foreign com· 

merce; other Teaso.nably :adequate . sernce 
must .be ·available, , 

Xhe report recommends :that th-e exemp· 
ticm 'f11.o.m regulation.now gi:v.en the llauUng 
of farm products :be looked. -0ver by the Con
gress.:Iorthe purpose ;of deciding exactly wha;;t 
exemptions should ·.be -continued. Finally, 
:the Cabinet Committee .suggests that the 
authority to give Federal, . .S.tate, .and munici
pal gov;ernments .oSpeciaJ .rates without regu
laticm .llnder "the Interstate Commerce Act 
be taken .away f:ro.m the carriers. Instead" 
these rates would be subjected to .nearly .ti.11 
.of the provisions of the .law. 

I cannot predict which of the mur-e eontrn
:versial r,eoommendations of the Cabinet re
port will reach the Senate fl.oar during the 
6Ath ,session Di Oongr.ess. 

.But-I Wi!>Uld like to make Jt clear th.a;t 
every group affec_ted .by .the C.a.binet re_port 
will be given an opportunity to make their 
_objections or voice their approval before 
he.arings nn this subject .have ended. 

l w.ill talk briefly ·about ·the recommenda
tion of the Cabinet C:ommittee to -change the 
definition nf -a private carrier by motor ve
hicle.. .As memib.eI:s ot -the Private ,'l'l:uck 
Cnun.cil of Ameriea, .this .iis ·of special signifi
~anee to yQu. · TheJawnow defines a privait.e 
:carrler as one not imcluded in the term 
common or contract ·carrier, who transports 
in · interstate or ifor..ei-gn c.ommerce freight 
of which .the per.son .is the own~r. lessee, or 
bailee, when .such -tr.ansportation is for the 
purpose <>f :earl'ying on a --eommereial enter
prts.e. The purpose .of this definition of prir
v.ate carrier.s is to Jndicate those, other than 
eo.mmon or contract carriei:s, that .are sub
ject to safety regulation by the Interstate 
Com:meree Commission. 

A.ccording to tlle .ICC's comment on S. 
1920, those excluded from the .private carrier 
·definition -proposed .by ·-.;his bill would 'be 
merely relieved tram the -commissio:n's safety 
regulations. This is true, says the Commis
sion, because the bill does not bring wi.thln 
the definition of either -x:ommon or contract 
carriers those excluded as private ca.Triers. 

S. 1920 would change the definition of 
private carriage ·by-dropping the requirement 
'that the transportation must be for "fur
therance of any commer-cial enterprise . ., 
Without the requirement that the transpor
tation must be for ·cm:runercial purposes 
anycme ·who transports in. ·interstate com
'tl'leree goods which he owns or leases would 
be a private carrier subject to ICC safety 
regulation. This wotd.d be true even though 
-the transportation is carrying one's own 
can1ping equipment or taking one's clothing 
to the cleaners in -;a private automobile. 
Thus, enormous number.s of additional peo
ple would be brought under safety regulation 
i>y the ICC by the change in definition. Th.e 
-Cabinet Committee, as I read the report, 
·wanted aidditional econoIIlic regulation o! 
priva,te and contract carriers that now .co-m
·pete with common carriers. I doubt that 
the Committee has aecomplished what it in
·t.ended by vastly increasing safety regulation. 
-This seems to be unnecessary legislation in 
-any event. 

The Committee further would add a pro
"Viso that would 'limit the new definition of 
private carriers to those whose "owner.ship, 
lease, or baiiment was ·not undertaken for 

·'the purpose of -sueh transportation." 
. The proviso -would .hiave the .effect 'Of 
taking out from -the definition of . pri v.ate 
icarriers and thus r.elieving fTom safety regu
, lations those whose ownership, lease, or bail
-m.ent -was undertaken for the purpose of 
;such transpart.ation, -Whatever the term :may 
mean. I doubt that ·the Cab1n:et Committee 
Jntended such .a result, but thereJt 1.s . .You, 
I .llnderstanu, are kmly ·set against this or 
.other changes in .the. deft~ition of private 
-carriage. This s Ja,Jlot:Q.er .of the many are.as 
of -disagreement 'attr:rea 1lP by the np.art, 
;:one on whi>eh· your .organization will- un
tdouptedly: be beara when .llearin.gs. ai:e ll.el.d 
on s. 1920.-

- As .I uµ~erstand th~ law, -the r11le that .ls 
now :applied to distinguish private carriage 
from common or con tract carriage was set 
forth when the courts considered in one 
pro-ceedillg the I.tenoir Chair anu Schenley 
cases. 'The courts upheld ·the Commission 
il.nd ii.aid ct.own .a simple, .common5ense rule 
.known as the .Primary l;msiness test, \'Wich 
I would state as follows: . 

".You're a ·regulated, for-:hire carrier if 
you're really engaging in the transportation 
business :as 'Buch, but not if you're operating 
trucks only as a ban-a fide incident to your 
uwn ·nontransportation enterprise. Wlllch 
of these yo_u are doing ·is to :be determined 
from the total facts in ea.ch case." 

I understand this rule applies even 
though .a .charge fqr ,.transportation ls .in
cluded in the selling price or is billed to 
the 'Customer 'as a separate item. Thus, the 
Cabin.et Committee recommenclation th.at a 
new definition be ·mane ior private carriers 
would -probably start a-ction in the courts 
all ·over again ,to determine what the new law 
means. · · 
~ furtner understand the primary business 

test woultl. be -changed by some, including 
'EOm.e of the common carrier.s. Th.e new -rule 
proposed would be this.: when compensa
tion, direct or indirect, has been received 
for llauling freight, the one receiving the 
compensation for .hauling his ·own goods 
would 'be either a. c_ontr.act Dr a crunmon 
carrie.r~ .To avoid ·receivlng compensation 
that would make one a contract or common 
carrier, apparently ·one ·wouid ·have to at 
J.east deli\r.er his own goods at a loss. 
. I ean understand "'that . most of you wlll 
wish to continue the primary business test. 
You ·will oppose any proposed change. 
- l should like to ~ssu:re _you tha..t .I .believe 
ithat. 0the right to £.arry y_our own '.lgOOds in 
you.r own vehicle .f.t:ee .from economic regu• 
Jation is a basic fundamental right. I d.o 
not )Vant to see it changed ..because;of s. 1920 
or in any other way~ 

Nir. MAGNUSON. Mr. President, if 1 
had known what .I was yielding to my 
friend from Florida for, I would have 
yielded with mu.eh more alacrity. 

. I thank the Senator from Florida. 
'Mr .. SMA"THERS. Mr. President, I-am 

-glad I have earned that good grace on 
the _part ·of the Senator 'from Washin_g-
~~ . ' 

'.ADDRESS DELIVERED BY HON. 'JOSE 
LUIS CRUZ-SALAZAR, AMBASSA· 
DOR TO .THE UNITED .STATES 
FROM GUATEMA"LA 

Mr. SMATHERS. .Mr. President, .I 
.ask unanimous -consent to have printed 
ln the body of the RECORD an ex-oellent 
and enlightening address delivered at 
Rollins College, Winter Park, Fla., on 
'January 21 'Qy the .Honorable Jose Luis 
'Cruz-Salazar, Amb.assa.dor to the Unitea 
States from Guatemala. The speech 
deals with the case -of the .recent Com
munist threat to Guatemala, its impact 
:on the Americas and suggested ideas to 
,k-eep before us ln the continuing ~ht 
:·against .the ill'!perialistic tactics uf ·the 
Communist conspiracy Jn this hemi
,.sphere. -,.i . .strongly recommend to the 
Members foi_ the Congress .its careful 
reading. 

There being no objection, the .address 
-was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as f o11owso: .. 
~nuss BY'.LT • .Cot. ;Jo~E:L.-ms CR:uz .SALAZAR,, 

,GU.ATE.MALAN AM.BASSADOB XO 'niE "U»:tTED 
'STATES_.._AXEoLLINS COLLEGE 

Ladies and gentlemen, i. appreeiaj;e most 
deeply the honor you have paid my country, 
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by inviting its Ambassador to address such 
a select audience. 

I cannot say, however, that I take any 
pleasure -in discussing the topic that is be
fore us. No sane man can detive the slight
est pleasure in reviewing the subversion of 
his country by a ruthless, imperialis~ic for
eign power, in collaboration with local dupes 
and traitors. To we Guatemalans the sub
ject before us is a painful one. 

Nevertheless, the case of Guatemala, when 
presented in its true perspective, contains 
some valuable lessons; lessons which, if they 
are studied well by the peoples of the Amer
icas; will surely contribute to the safety of 
our hemisphere. 

Therefore, · ladies and gentlemen, even 
though the task is an unpleasant one, I must 

· welcome the opportunity to discuss with 
you briefly, and attempt to analyze, the 
Guatemalan case. 

Let me first try to put the topic in per
spective. In recent years many thoughtful 
Latin Americans have become increasingly 
concerned at three factors prevalent 
throughout the hemisphere, which, we feel, 
threatens the welfare of all of us. This con
cern is particularly felt by those of us in 
Guatemala, who · participated in the libera
tion movement. 

1. In many of the Amercan nations there 
is .a serious lack of understanding by the 
great majority of the people, as to the bene
fits and the responsibilities incurred by the 
individual in a democratic society. To most 
of us, I am sad to say, democracy is a sub
ject that evokes much emotion, but too 
little thought. 

2. It is equally true that in many of our 
countries there is among all classes of people, 
a lack of knowledge as to the true nature of 
the Communist conspiracy, of its peculiar 
techniques and tactics devised for this hemis
phere, and especially, of its · imperialistic 
aims. 

3. Many of us are too little aware of the 
very real threat that communism poses to the 
freedom and security of our hemisphere, and 
of the truly alarming progress it has made. 
Ironically, we are better informed on develop
ments in Europe, Asia, and the Middle East, 
than we are of those right here in the 
Americas. 

Ladies and gentlemen, I believe any ob
jective analysis of the case of Guatemala, 
must lead to the conclusion that the ex
istence of those three !actors enabled a small 
handful of ruthlessly efficient Communist 
agitators to gain control of my country, and 
to exercise that control, almost unnoticed by 
the rest of the American nations, for nearly 
a decade. 

Guatemalans, in our country located in 
the very heart of the Americas, have enjoyed 
political freedom in only a few brief periods 
of our history. We have had little experience 
with democracy-except as a catch-phrase 
by demagogic politicians. Most of our ex
perience has been with the old-fashioned 
type of personal dictatorship. 

As the Second World war drew toward a 
close, Guatemala was caught in a tide of 
political, social and economic unrest which 
swept most of Latin America, and which still 
prevails in many countries. Jorge Ubico, the 
last of the old school dictators, who had ruled 
for 14 years, was forced out of office by public 
pressure in 1944. A few months later, his 
successor, Gen. Federico Ponce Valdes, was 
unseated after a brief, but bloody revolu
tion, when it appeared that he, too, was fol
lowing the policy of dictatorship. 

General Ponce followed his predecessor, 
Ubico into exile, on October 20, 1944. And 
that date opened the gates for new hope 
by the people of Guatemala. But unfortun
ately, it also opened a new opportunity for 
international communism to secure a foot
hold in the Western Hemisphere, after years 
of patient preparation, and careful testing 
and revising of its subversive tactic.s. 

Please note, ladies and gentlemen, that at 
that time, our people had no real knowledge 
of democracy-we merely had the desire to 
possess it. Even our intellectuals lacked any 
real concept of the responsibilities that de
mocracy invokes on all classes of individ
uals--private citizens as well as public offi
cials. It is equally true that we were 
utterly lacking in knowledge of the Commu
nist conspiracy, ·and of the real threat it 
presented to the achievement of our demo
cratic aspirations. All three of the factors 
that I listed a few moments ago, were prev
alent. And the Communists immediately 
seized the advantage. They knew precisely 
what they wanted, and had careful plans as . 
to how they would achieve it. In Europe the 
Communists used as the tool for expansion, 
the presence or the threat of the powerful 
Red Army. In Asia they armed local masses, 
and organized them into trained armies un-:. 
der Red instructors and advisers. But in 
Latin America, ·in Guatemala, they were 
forced ·to rely on guile, conspiracy, dema
gogery and subversion. 

So, in accordance with what was obviously 
a careful plan to exploit any similar op
portunity, presenting itself anywhere in the 
hemisphere, the Communist leader concen
trated on Guatemala. 

With almost unbelievable speed, they 
swung into action. Guatemalan Commu
nists who had been living in exile, returned 
to their homes, and engaged in tireless, care
fully coordinated political activity. They 
were joined by comrades from all over Latin 
America, and even from Spain. 

I believe it is important that only a few 
of these, in the beginning, acknowledged 
their Comm·unist beliefs. Most of them 
sailed under the false colors of liberals, or 
Marxian Socialists, or even the new spiritual 
socialism invented by President Arevalo. - · 

Their early tactics have since become 
standard Communist practices throughout 
the hemisphere. They allied themselves 
with all of the revolutionary parties, and 
immediately set about winning the confi
dence of the more radical elements in our 
intellectual and working classes. And they 
succeeded so well, that they were able to 
secure the nomination of Juan Jose Arevalo 
for the presidency, by all of the revolutionary 
parties. And Arevalo, 1! he was not an ac
tual card-carrying Communist at that time, 
was certainly a true Communist sym
pathizer. 

Needless to say, Arevalo was elected by an 
overwhelming majority. Then came the 
second phase of the Communist program, a 
phase that was already well underway before 
the elections-the organization of the work
ers under Communist leaders. At the invita
tion of Arevalo, Vincente Lombardo Toledano 
came to Guatemala to supervise the organ
ization of the unions. Toledano maneuvered 
into leadership of the labor movement a 
young Communist intellectual, Victor Man
uel Gutierrez. Later Gutierrez selected as 
his lieutenant a man whom many observers 
believes was the No. 2 Communist of Guate
mala, Carlos Manuel Pellecer. The direct 
tie-in between the Guatemalan labor leaders 
and Moscow, was clearly revealed in 1951, 
when Louis Saillant, of France, head of the 
notorious World Federation of Trade Unions 
(WFTU) came to Guatemala to personally 
supervise the organization of a central labor 
body, the Confederaci6n General de Traba
jadores ( CGTG), which, of cour!!e, became 
afl'l.Uated with the World Federation of Trade 
Unions (WFTU) and Lombardo Toledano's 
Communist-controlled Latin American labor 
organization, Confederaci6n de Trabajadores 
de America Latina (CTAL). 

Meanwhile the peons and the small farm
ers were also being organized into the Rural 
Confederation of Guatemala, under Leonardo . 
Castillo Flores, an ardent advocate of com
munism, who made his pilgrimage to Mos
cow and to various so-called peace confer
ences. It was Castillo Flores who attempted 

to combat the Liberation movement directed 
by Colonel Carlos Castillo Armas, by organ
izing the rural workers into armed militia. 
and at one time even dared to give orders 
·to the army's chief of staff. 

Meanwhile the Communists were moving 
at top speed along three other highly impor
tant fronts. They were maneuvering con
trolling positions in the important govern
ment agencies, the educational system, and 
the political parties. 

In the government they obtained control 
of the propaganda agencies, including the 
government-owned and subsidized news
papers, and the National Broadcasting Sys
tem; the Social Security Institute; the Elec
toral Tribunal; the Labor Courts; the Presi
dent's General Secretariat; , and· finally even 
the . Congress. They put through a .Com• 
munist-designed agrarian .reform program, 
and staffed its a:dministrative agency with 
Communists. ' They took over .the· Foreign 
Office, and perverted the .Guatemalan diplo . .:. 
ma tic corps into a · Communist courier serv· 
ice. And finally, 'When a - decision of the 
Supreme Court displeased the party- leaders. 
at the request of a single Communist deputy 
the ·entire court was impeached by a fellow 
traveling Congress, and sympathetic judges 
were appointed to replace them. 

In the educational field, Mario Silva 
Jonama, a fanatic Communist teacher, be
came · virtually a dictator of the men teach
ers' school; Maria de Sellares, another Com
munist became director of the School for 
Women Teachers; Virginia Bravo Letelier, a 
Chilean Communist, headed the rural edu• 
cational system; Rafael Tischler, a notorious 
Communist, became director of the Labor 
Union for Workers in Education. A Com
munist front was organized to penetrate 
San Carlos University, and with typical Com
munist irony, it -was called the Democratic 
University Front. Thus, in our educational 
system, we soon found that the Communist-s 
were in control not . only of the hiring and 
firing of tei:i.chers, bu't also of the selection 
of curricula. 

And in the politic~! field, using their,. con
trol over. the important labor and a-grarian 
vote as a weapon, the Communists soon_ 
gained controlling positions in all of our 
major political parties. 

I believe it is highly significant that 
through this period of securing control of 
the important fields of our political, social. 
and economic life, the Communists either 
remained in the background or maintained 
the disguise of liberals. From the very be
ginning, however, a few of us knew, they 
were actively recruiting the young intellectu
als and workers, organizing them into cells. 
and indoctrinating them in Marxist prin
ciples and tactics. 

Then, shortly before the election of Jacobo 
Arbenz Guzman, the party came out into the 
open. In 1950 the Communist Party of 
Guatemala made its public appearance under 
the leadership of Jose Manuel Fortuny. 
About the same time another branch of the 
party came · into being, apparently for the 
purpose of evading article 32 of the consti
tution, which, in effect, outlaws the Com
munist Party. This branch was called the 
Labor Revolutionary Party and was headed 
by Gutierrez. After a trip to Moscow by 
Gutierrez, however. the two parties were 
united into the Guatemalan Workers Party. 
under the leadership of Fortuny. An inter
esting aspect is that the Guatemalan Govern
ment directly subsidi.Zed the party's official 
newspaper, Octubre, which carried as its 
motto, "For a strong, large Communist 
Party," by placing complimentary ads in its 
issues. 

I think that another highly significant 
aspect of the political tactics of the Com
munists in Guatemala, is that even after 
they came out in the open, with their own 
official party and candidates, the Commu
nists continued their dominant positions in 
the other political parties. On more than 
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:one crccas:lon, ·they -supported -tbelr hand- '00 a 'Considerable degree; .Communist in
:Pickeci candidates from the other parties, Jiplred. The principal tactic being used by 
_over their own official party candidates. the .Communists throughout .;the .hemisphere 
_ After the,,.election of Arbe.nz. the .C;ommu- today, is -the fomenting of d.iscontent and 
nist tactics became .increasingly bolder, .unrest, in an obvious plan to create a chaotic 
and-nror.e appar.ent .to the public . .In Arbenz .situation they will be able to exploit. 
tha communi-sts .had .a disciple who de- Those are the factors that ·made the Com

·clared, shortly ·before his inauguration, .and munist control of my country possible. And, 
I quote; "The world J.s div:ided into two .also let me repeat, for empha'Sis, those fac
_groups; on the one side the U.nited States tots are prevalent today Jn many nations in 
and the nations of the .capitalistic :system, this ..hemisphere. 
wlth their great e.conomlc power; and on We 1n Guatemala do not believe that our 
the 'Other side the Union of Soviet Soci'alist .fight aga.-lnst communi<Sm ls won, by an_y 
Bepubli.cs controlling a gr_oup .of .nations means. That is why we are so determined 
with the almost mystic ideology opposed to to _prove to our _people that de1!1ocracy, once 

. 8 dec.adant imperialistic system". And he .. properly understood and applied, offers to 
added, "Perhaps we, the men of the present 0.1:1 .individuals wilil.ing to 8:ccept its respcmsi
generation will not see it, l>ut in this .fight bill ties, the better way of life. However, even 

·the --Union of S.o'\det Social ist Republics 1s :then, we shall not feel _secme. We know that 
,going to win". ~s. of cour.s.e, is the typical we are part of this hemisphere. Aad as ~ong 
Leninist iarmula of r.educing the political .as a single nation remains vulnerable, we 1n 
problems of the w..orld into ·the over-.simpll- -Guatemala, too, ar~ vulne~able. 
ti.cation of the .. inevitable" fight between Therefore, speakmg entirely unofficially, 
communism and ·capitalism. Arbenz, on as- ..I should .like to propose for your discussion 
·suming office, named a'S his principal·adviser, and consideration, an idea that Js provoking 
-the Communist .leader, .Fortny. :.It is -smal l -considerable thought in my country. Not a 
wonder that the communist co.nspiratm:s, in ..detailed solution-but at least an Jdea . .. 
order to secure the election oi Arbenz -went I e:m convinced that we must find .a way to 
even to the lengths of :contriving the assasi- .mobilize .:the anti-OQmmunist thought in 
nation of his popular opponent, Coronel this hemisphere, into .an effective iorce to 
Francisco Javler Arana, and -an :outspoken cope with these prevailing ignorances that 
anti-Communist. _endanger our ~reedom. l suggest a move-

I Tegret deeply that 1 do not hav.e tbe ment on a hemispheric basis, which would: 
. ' A. Educ.ate .all clases of people, in all of 

~ime to go into detail on the seconc:t ~pect our countries in the full political and philo-
of the Guatemalan case, one ~n ·which I as sophic.al mea~ing of dem"Ocracy; not only in 
all loyal Guatemalans can view wlth 11eal the benefits that it offers the lndiviciual but 
.pride-our liberation from the Comm.unist .also in the duties, the responsibilities that it 
tyranny. And ladies and gentle.men, it w.a'S lmpo_ses on him if thQ.se benefits are to be 

· a tyranny-0~ t~e most ruth1es~ sort. F_rom enjoyed. 
·the very begmmng of the Arevalo r~g1me, B. Edu.cate all classes -of our people in the 
the ~ecret police resor~ed to search -without true nature of communism, and particularly 
warrant, and arrests w1tnout formal charges its tactics and its imperialistic aims. 
or trial'S.. .Hundreds ~f opponents to tbe C. Acquaint our peoples with the day-to
Commuru.sts were forced into exile. After da_y, week-to-week, and ye.ar-to-year activi
the murder of ·Ar.ana -and the election of ties of the Communist conspiracy, so that 
Arbenz the oppressive tactics be~ame in- we can better evaluate its gains, and so that 
creasi~gly harsh, .and fina1.ly culmmated in our governments can devise methods to 
the reign of terror that ~recede?- tbe Uber.a- £ounterbalance them. 

-tion, a relgn of terror durmg wi:i1ch hundreds I present this idea not as a cure-all. But 
of .anti-Communists were s~1zed, brutally simply as one step to be taken in the con
-tortured, mutilated and finally murdered. tinuing fight., which I !fear will outlast our 

It is not only lack of time, but 'Illy main lives, between the two greatldeological forces, 
purpose here is to an-alyze the tactics the democracy and communism. surely the 
Communists followed in Guatemala, and the knowled,ge-not only of ;what we are fighting 
factors that made them successful. In "the against, but also of what we are fighting for, 
discussion of these factors, I believe there is is an indispensable weapon in this historic 
one aspect of the Liberation Movement which .str.uggle. .And since all of us in the heml
must be considered. For it wa~ by attacking sphere are the objects of Communist attack, 

·these factors that Colonel Castillo overthrew and all ar.e to a greater or lesser degree, vul
the Communist regime. It was ideas that nerable, I prqpose a defense on a hemispheric 
won in Guatemala-not guns and ·tanks and scale. I limit this particular program to this 
planes. For ·months preceding the revo1u- hemisphere, because, as .I already _painted 
tion, Colonel Castillo -and his followers bom- out, the imperialistic tactics of the Commu
barded the people of Guatemala with a sys- nist conspiracy here, .differ from those fol
tematic barrage of pamphlets and newspapers lowed in other critical area.a ot the world. 
published by groups in exile, and with broad- .:If this w.ere possible, if we should team 
casts o".'er the clandestine radio. All of these our resources Jn a .common effort .and bring 
were aimed at exposing to the people elf the whole truth to the peoples of our hemi
Guatemala the true nature of the Commu- sphere, we would have taken a long and sure 
nist controlled government ruid its ties with step .toward the goal of true freedom that 
the Kremlin, and at convincing them of the only democracy can bting. 
superior advantages of democracy. 'So when I once again thank Rollins College for the 

- the final test came, Arbenz and his Com- opportunity given me to address you here 
munist mentors found that not only were today and thank you, ladies and gentlemen, 
they unab1e to command the ar~y and -air for your .attention. 
force, but ev-en the workers and the Cam-
pesinos deserted them. The people had be
come ;convinced, and in Castillo Armas they 

· had found a leader. .Permit me, for the 
· sake of .emphasis, . r-epeat those factors 

briefly; first, the lack of real understanding 
of the political iand philosophical meaning of 
democracy; second, the -lack of understand
ing -of the. tactics and imperialistic aims of 
communism; and third, the unawareness ·of 
the danger ·that communism presents, -and 
the headway it has already ma'Cie. To these 
I could add a fourth 'factor, although it 1s 
of a slightly different nature, the spirit of 
political, social and economic unrest. I did 
not list this in the beginning, bec.aus.e it is 

A NATION.AL .POLICYWITH RESP.ECT 
.TO MANAGEMENT; CONSERVA· 
TION, AND WELFARE OF FISH
ERIES RESOURCES 
Mr. MAGNUSON. Mr. President, the 

hour is late, but I have a matter of gre_at 
importance which I wish to discuss brief
ly .today, and I also desire to introduce 
·a bill which now lies on the desk. It 

· seems to me quite appropriate that I 
tg}{e the matter up-at this time, because 
the Senate is in the throes of discussing 

.the so-called :oagricultural biU. My bill. 
Mr. President, deals with anotlrer prob
'9.em 'Which relates to the farmers of the 
'Sea. . 

It is ·with Tegard to -a 'Sad state of 
affairs that I come before The Members 
of the Senate today to offer a Iorm of 
.relief and security for an important seg
ment of our national economy. 

It is in the interests of 'Our domestic 
commercial and sport fisheries of the 
United States, of -Alaska, of our other 
'Territories and possessions, and of the 
fisheries on the high seas, that I wish 
.to inf.arm the Senate of the serious 
plight of the fisheries industry and to 
explain the purpose of a bill which I am 
jntroducmg, mi behalf of myself a.nd the 
Senator from California [Mr. K'UcHEL~ 
to give ·our domestic fisheries the right
ful recognition they ·deserve. 

During ·the 'interim 'between the last 
-session of Congress and the present 
time, I have conduded hearings of the 
Senate Interstate and Forelgn Com
.meree Committee, :along with my es
teemed colleague, the .Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. -ScHOEPPEL], in Alaska and 
in the principal :fishing centers -of the 
·Pacific coast. 

At the hearings held in various cities, 
our committee members ·were joined by 
other Members of Congress from 'both 
the Senate and the House of .Represent
ative_s, including the .Honor.able Dele
gate E. ~L. BAR'ILETT of Alaska, and the 
Senator from Califomi-a tMr. KUCHEL]~ 

.I ..might say ;.th:at all the .Members of 
Congress present ait the hearings showed 
a profound interest in hearing what the 
various witnesses had to say about con
ditions prevailing in ·our domestic fish
eries industry~ 

I would 1ike now briefty to summarize 
the testimony and ideas of more than 
200 witnesses engaged in .or closely 
associated with comme:rcial fisheries, 
who testified at the hearings. Among 
those witnesses were the Honorable B. 
Frank Heintzleman, Governor of Alaska, 

.members of :State and Territorial :tegis;.. 
latures, mayors of cities, members ot 
local chambers of commerce, fishermen, 
fish packers, shipbuilders, and repre
sentativ.es of malline .supply houses, and 
other allied industries. 

First of all we were informed that our 
Alaska salmon industry is in bad finan
cial conditi.on -and practically out of 
.busine.ss. Ther.e are no longer great 
runs -0f salmen xeturning to the 2,00D 
.rivers and .streams of the territory. 

The total 'annual salmon pack for 
Alaska during the past 10 years has 
dwindled to less than one half the aver
age yield maintained for the previous 20 
years-with the 195,5 season's catch ·the 
.lowest in !8 years. 

This means an annual .loss to our 
..fisheries industry of over $45 million 
and the -possibility of a complete cur
tailment of all salmon fishing -in many 
~reas · in order to bring the runs back. 

The declining stocks of salmon 1n 
Alaska have shown a decided downward 
trend .Since 1950, when a .sudden .drop 
-of 25 percent ·in production occurred. 
The decilne •since then indicates fewer 

· sa1mon are returning to 11he streams. 
From the thoughts expressed by the 

many interested persons contacted dur-
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ing our Senate in~estigation,_ thei-e is but 
one answer as to how the present crisis 
in the Alaskan salmon industry came 
about. We have faiJ.ed ,in our .manage
ment of this yaluable .resource. 

We have harvested too many ~nd ~1-
·1ow.ed too few salmon to ,ascend un
molested to the spawning streams re
quked by nature to reproduce .the runs. 

In addition to our robbing the str.eams 
of the seed to reproduce the runs, we 
·have done ·nothing to protect and cassist 
the salmon and their spawn against the 
natur:al predators and . environmental 
conditions. '.rbis accounts for a .99 p.er
.cent mortality in -the ,.&pecies from the 
cegg _stat.us to the seawa-rd migrating 
stage. 
· I beUeve .that ·in additi-0n to the mil
lions of paunds of food lost annually 
through. our .careless management in al
lowing these .valuable fisheries to decline 
we have created a far more grievous er
..ror. We have failed -to give to.the many 
problems affecting our domestic food 
:fisheries resources the rj,ghtful attention 
they should have on a national level in 
Government~ 

In contrast, land farmers of -the Na
tion over tbe ·past 20 years have made 
-wonder! ul progress in increasing the 
·production ·and quality of ·food on -their 
farms; and in this connection they have 
bad the assistance of an indepeDdent 
and respected agency of our national 
-Government. 

I am now placing before Congress -i 
bill that will provide for-a more practical 
manner of managing our domestic ·fisb
"8ries in cooperation with the States, Ter
ritories, and international agencies in 
which we participate. 

In uddition to the ·salmon crisis in 
Alaska "I find, through our lack of sound 
fisheries management, that the Govern
ment bas inflicted severe handicaps upon 
our own fishermen ..and fish handlers up 
and clown the Atlantic and.Pacific coasts, 
and also along the gulf caast, while belP-

.ing :fishermen and produaers in other 
countries. This is somewhat similar to 
what was brought out by 'the Senator 
from Arkansas [Mr. McCLELLAN] in our 
discussion today. 

, Through our national _policy Jn per
mitting du.ty-free fish imports to _:flood 

·.domestic markets in competition with 
our own :fishermen and packers, we have 
practically forced a maJor portion af our 
food :fisheries enterprises out of business. 

This does not mean that anyone is 
speaking against the -reciprocal trade 
agreements; .but in this case, these 

:,Products come into our c_ountry abso
lutely duty-free~ 

During the period between 1-935 and 
1954 edible .:fish imports alone have in
creased from an annual rate of 325 mil
liun pounds to 803 million pounds, with 
.dollar values increasing from $27.,500,000 
to $203;600,000. Most of this increase 
has been in direct oomp.etition with do-
mestically ~rodueed fish; and in 19'5E 

·-foreign fish imports cCJillprised 35.2 per-
cent of all fish food a-vailable on the 
domestic market. • 

· Tuna.fish imports. including processed 
and unpJ'O.cessed fish, from 1949 to 1954, 
in.creased from an .annual rate of 14,
soo,ooo pounds to .170 millipn pounds, 
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wita imports totaling 4-0.1 percent-0f~ll 
available tuna sold on our domestic 
market during 1954. 

The result of this impact of excessive 
tuna and other fish imports upon °'ur 
domestic :fi§beries bas b~en to deprive 
United States citizens of their market 
and the opportunity of fulfilling the fish
eries .needs of the Nation with supplie.s 
which they might readily obtain on .the 

..high seas and in coastal ar,eas. 
They have been forced to curtail their 

~efforts and to sell their catches at prices 
'comparable to those quoted by ·foreign 
producers, whose fishermen receive a 
standard wage of one-fif.th to one-tenth 
the earnings of an aver.age American 
laborer. During 1954; ,trawler-caught 
bottom fish imports amounted to over 
52 percent of domestic consumption. 

With this open-door policy p_ermitting 
low tariff and duty-free fish imports to 
enter our country, ev-ery :fish-producing 
nation in the w.orld bas its eyes on United 
States markets to sell its fish. Almost 
daily we read a-ccounts ui trade org.ani
.zations being formed in foreign coun
. tries ;to promote the sale of their fish. 
They have been encouraged to ·do so by 
our own State Department officials
while our Government :fisheries people 
sit by and_, so far as I can ascertain, say 
nothing. 

I have been concerned for some ,tim.e 
over the attitude of our -State Depart
ment and the administration in sur
rendering our domestic market to foreign 
fish producers. 

Tu the May 1951 issue .of Uiiited States 
Fish and Wildlife Commercial Fisheries 
Review, Mr. William C. Herrington, fisb
_eries .adviser ior the State .Department, 
made a statement in which lle xelated 
in detail bow necessary it is to llav_e 
American support in advancing and 
building up Japanese_fisheries operations 
even though our .own fisbermen would 
lla ve to restrict their operations. 

Jn .summarizing bis comments -Mr. 
.Herrington .made, the following state
.ment regarding .the United States :fish
eries industry's p.osition in relation to 
.fish imports : 

In face of this situation, what ·course 
_shol.fld the United States · .fishery industry 
adopt? With no protection ther_e is ver.y 
little doubt that the United States tuna 

-fishery would greatly decline if not practi
cally disappear. On the other hand, .to ask 
for complete protection would be attempt
in_g to ·fly dire..ctly into the face of basi..c 
United States policy-and remember-th~t 
there is plenty of evidence that most pe0ple 
believe this policy is in the overall na'ticmal 
interest. 'To find ·a course which wm fit in 
with United States poiicy and win pub-Uc 
.support, it appears that the tuna industry 
must wor.k out a. position intermediate be
tween complete pl'.otection and n.o .protec
tion. 

Of course, there is now no ·protection 
at au. 

There is much evidence taday in the 
tuna industry, 5 years after .Mr. Herring
ton's 'Statement, .that .be-was -correct that 
"With no 1;trotection the American tuna 
industry ;would disappear." for tnday 
they 11;re on the vei:y edge of complete 

~.bankruptcy. Every tuna ship is now 
tied up. This represents millions of dol
lars of investment and thousands of_per

.. sons unemployed. 

During -the _past i4 .Y-ears ithe tuna in
dustry has struggled in vain for a pro
.gram such as that suggested ,by Mr. Her
.rington, namely, some middle ground 
J)etw:-een complete protection and no pro
. tection of their market. But the ad
..ministration and the State Department 
have failed to ac~in fact, they have 
l'efused -to a~t. 

During my 20 years in Congress I 
have always been sympathetic to and 
interested in he!Ping to .Provide funds 
to ca:rzy out the studies and ·.programs 
advocated by our Wildlife Service people 
to aid 0ur :fisheries. 

I have ·felt tb:at -any program or pr~ 
·posal o:ttere.d -to a1d ·the .fish-eries was in 
<the hest :interest of .the people in tb.e 
industry. 

I am of .the opinion ·now that not only 
have we ·poorly managed our fisheries, 

.but w.e are far behind time in applying 
modern methods of water farming to 
foster the -growth of marine foods. The 
·"8v1dence J).roduced a.t the bearings was 
unaRimous on this point. I belie:ve it is 
time to act, not to study; . 

At our Seattle bearings lEtSt fall we 
heard from one of ·our Nation's most 
successful fish farmers, tlil.e bead of the 
applied laboratory .at the 'University of 

·wash1ngton School of Fisheries. 
Dr. La11ren R. Donaldson gave a very 

·convincing account Of how 'it ls possib.le 
to increase our Alaskan salmon fisheries 
te -abGut any productive level we wish 
through proper regulatory measures, 
·predator -control, and stream -and lake 
fertilization. He aiso stated___,..and be is 
--an expert in this field-that the con
cre.te results 'Of any :fisheries program 
-can be evaluated only in numbers of fish 
in the water or landed by the :fishermen. 

Foiiowing Dr. Donaldson, Mr. Clar
ence Pautzke, Chief of the Fisheries Di
vision ·of the Washington State Game 
Department, told how under hi:s direc
tion more than "2.60 lakes in Washing
ton State bad been poisoned out to 

. eliminate all .forms of undesirable marine 
life, and then restocked-with trout from 
their hatcheries. The net results of this 
program have been a 1,000-percent in
crease in available ·fish ior Washing.ton 
sp_ortsmen over a period of 7-years. 

"These men .are .not just fussing around 
making studies, they are producing fish. 
~ think rt is time something was done 
about the problem on a national scale. 

One other factor regarding our Alaska 
salmon industry is -that many fishermen 
and packers believe the tremendous in
crease in the Japanese catch of salmon 
on the high seas h.as .a direct bearing 
upon .the .snarp decrease of salmon on 
our side of the Pacific. 

Many fishermen claim that net
marked salmon have appeared in their 
'catches in Bristol Bay, even though no 
..fishing is -conducted in front of that bay . 
. They .say that this is a sure sign that 
the Japanese ..are catching our fish. If 
that be true, it would be in violation of 
the treaty concluded .between the Unite.d 
States and Japan after the war. 

Our scientists assigned to the job of 
:finding out about the possibility of Asian 
and North American stocks of salmon 
intermingling on ·the high seas appear to 
doub.t the itj.~a. tl!lat Japanese fishermen 
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are ta.king ~lmon headed for Alaskan 
streams. 

We do know, however, that takini: sal
mon on the high seas a considerable dis
tance offshore is a wasteful, destructive 
·practice. There is no way under such 
operations to secure adequate escape
ment to replenish the runs. 

We know that fisheries studies all take 
time and a considerable amount of funds. 
The Government Wildlife Service has 
given considerable attention to this prob
lem, but apparently they have not found 
the answers. 

If the Japanese fishermen are taking 
·North American fish, as the fishermen 
indicate, and if our Alaska salmon runs 
continue to decline as they have in the 
past 3 years, our Alaska salmon fisheries 
may be wiped out before our services 

.have determined the true cause. 
In addition to Alaska salmon, tuna, 

anQ. other fish problems on the Pacific 
coast, from Maine to Florida our Atlantic 
coastal fisheries are becoming less pro
ductive each year, especially on the New 
England Banks. 

The once proud trawler fishing fleets 
of New York and Boston are becoming 
outmoded with the times. 

During the past 20 years the annual 
trawler bottom fish landings at Boston 
alone have dropped from 300 million 
pounds to approximately one-half that 
amount. No new ocean trawlers have 
been built to continue these operations. 

Other nations are expanding this type 
of fishing operation for the reason that 
they have a market for their fish, a good 
share of it right here in our United 
States. This is possible because we are 
sacrificing our own fishermen's markets 
by turning them over to foreigners. 

Established marine- ·and ·. fishing-gear 
suppliers throughout the country are 
also faced with serious handicaps in 
their trade through the competition of 
low-priced imports. Some items arriv
ing from factories abroad are financed 
by American capital to take advantage 
of low-cost labor in the manufacture of 
their products, which they sell at high 
United States prices. 

· There is a peril point in these enter
prises as a result of which our industries 
can be forced out of business. No one 
seems to be applying the brakes. 

The seriousness of the problems of our 
domestic fisheries that I have outlined 
today can hardly be emphasized in this 
brief message. 

The astonishing fact brought out at 
our hearings with the industry is that 
not one employee in our Government has 
raised his voice at a national or interna-

. tional level to protect and def end the 
position of United States fishermen in 
the security of their markets and in their 
inherent rights to accustomed fishing 
areas. 

I hope that all the Members of Con
gress will join with me in supporting this 
bill and other necessary legislation to 
follow in providing relief and averting 
the crisis that now faces our domestic 
fisheries. 

The United States, with our increasing 
population, cannot afford to allow our 
fisheries resources and enterprises to de
teriorate and become an unimportant 
segment of our national economy. 

· We must no longer be content with 
pretentious stories about the need for 
continued studies about the life and hab
its of fish. We must direct our efforts 
toward farming our streams and water 
areas to create a healthy condition in 
all fisheries. 
· It is in the Nation's best interests that 
we direct our attention toward giving 
the fisheries of the country the recogni
tion they· should have, and that we here
after employ experienced, competent 
personnel to manage, defend, and pro
mote the welfare of our fisheries. 

Mr. President, I might take just a 
moment or two to say briefly, that the 
bill provides for the abolition of the Fish 
and Wildlife Service in the Department 
of the Interior and creates an independ
ent commission of five members, which 
will be the Fisheries Commission of the 
United States, and establishes a fishing 
policy for the whole United States. That 
is long overdue. The bill puts fisheries in 
the right perspective in our Nation's 
economy. It puts our flsherl.es problem, 
both international and domestic, in the 
right perspective in regard to our deal
ings with other countries in this matter. 
This country has been making fisheries 
treaties, many of which have gone 
through the committee headed by the 
senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
GEORGE], who is now occupying the 

·Chair. In the negotiation of those trea
ties United States fishing interests have 
been at a disadvantage. We have been 
dealing with men at Cabinet level from 
other maritime and fisheries countries, 
while subheads of subdepartments have 
represented this country. 

The bill would create an independent 
commission, free it from the politics and 
necessity of making yearly regulations, 
and offer a hope that we may rehabilitate 
an industry which is fast declining. I 
have sat on the Appropriationa Commit
tee and have seen millions of dollars 
voted- for conservation of our fisheries 
resources, but apparently that has been 
of no avail, because the whole industry 
has been dropping and dropping and 
dropping. As one fisherman put it to 
me, "We have no place to go but up." 

Surely it is · high time that we took 
hold of the problem and put our fisheries 
on such a level in the national Govern
ment that immediate steps could be 
taken to rehabilitate our depleted runs 
and the almost e({onomic bankruptcy 
facing the fishermen of the Nation. 

Mr. President, I introduce the bill and 
ask unanimous consent that it may be 
printed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With
out objection, the bill will be received 
and appropriatedly ·referred; and, with
out objection, the bill will be printed in 
the RECORD. 

The bill <S. 3275) to establish a sound 
and comprehensive national policy with 
respect to the development, conserva
tion for preservation, management and 
use of fisheries resources, to create and 
prescribe the functions of the United 
States Fisheries Commission, and for 
other purposes, introduced by Mr. MAG
NUSON, was received, read twice by its 
title, ref erred to the Committee on In
terstate and Foreign Commerce, and or-

dered to be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That this act may be 
cited as the "Fisheries Act of 1956.'' 

DECLARATION OF POLICY 

SEC. 2. The Congress hereby declares that 
fish and shellfish resources make a material 
·contribution to the health and well-being 
of our citizens and constitute an important 
part of the food-producing segment of the 
national economy, .and that a sound and 
comprehensive national policy with respect 
to the development, conservation for preser
vation, management, and maximum use of 
such resources, the prevention of excessive 
exploitation thereof, and the ·promotion and 
maintenance of prosperous and productive 
conditions in both .the commercial and the 
sport and recreational fisheries industries is 
essential in the public interest. The Con
gress further declares that the provisions of 

. this act are necessary in orqer to accomplish 
such objectives, f!.nd that this act shall be 
administered with due regard to the inherent 
right of every citizen and resident of the 
United States to engage in fishing for his 
own pleasure and enjoyment. 

UNITED STATES FISHERIES COMMISSION 

SEC. 3. (a) There is hereby created an 
independent agency of the Government to 
.be known as the United States Fisheries 
Commission (hereinafter referred to as the 
"Commission") which shall be composed of 
five members to be appointed by the Presi
dent, by and with the advice of the Senate. 
One of such members shall . be designated 
by the President as Chairman of the Com
mission at the time of nomination . . Each 
such member shall hold office for a term 
of 6 years; except that the terms of office 
·of the members first appointed shall expire, 
as designated by the President at the time 
of nomination, g,s follows: 1 on January 
1, 1958, 1 on January l, 1959, 1 on Jan
uary 1, 1960, 1 on January 1, 1961, and· 
1 on January 1, 1962. A · vacancy in the 
membership of the Commis·sion shall not 
affect the power of the remaining mem
bers to exercise the functions of the Com- , 
mission, and shall be filled in the same 
manner as is the case of the original ap
pointment. Not more than 3 members of 
the Commission shall be members of the 
same political party. The Chairman of the 
Commission shall receive compensation at 
the rate of $20,000 per annum, and each 
of the other members of the Commission 
shall receive compensation at the rate of 
$18,000 per annum. 

(b) Not less than three members of the 
Com.mission shall have general knowledge 
of commercial and sport fishing conditions 
and of the problems confronting the do
mestic and international fisheries. 

(c) In addition to exercising the func
tions transferred to it by this act and other
wise provided ·by law, it shall be the duty 
of the Commission ( 1) to assist and advise 
the appropriate agencies of the several 
States which have the primary responsi
bility of managing fisheri~s. and any in
ternational agencies having similar official 
responsibilities, (2) to promote, conserve 
and manage any fisheries in the territories . 
and possessions of the United States that 
remain the sole responsibility of the Federal 
Government, and (3) to construct, maintain 

.and operate fish cultural stations relating 
to fish and shellfish, either independently 
or in cooperation with State, Territorial, and 
private agencies, to the extent authorized 
by the Congress and by law. 

(d) It shall also be the duty of the Com
mission to preparl! and submit to the Con
gress such programs, policies, and. directives 
relating to the advancement, management, 
regulation, and portection of fisheries as the 
Commission deems necessary to carry out 
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..the purposes of this·act or.as.may .be ·requir~"'1 
by law. 

( e) "The Comm1ssion shall ~onduct con
"tinuing studies, shall ~prepare and dissemi
nate inf-erinatian, ani:t s"ha11 make -perlodica~ 
Teports ·and recom.mend.a.tions to the public, 
to the President and to the CQl'lgress, with 
respect to :the i61'lowing matters: 

-( 1) The _.production and ..flow to Jnarket 
of ..fish and ..fishery . _pro.ducts .domestically 
,profluced; , · · 

(2) Theproductiun anti 'flow.to-market of 
fish and fishery prad.ucts ·produced l>y .for
ieign :producers whic11 ·affect domestic com
mercial :fisheries; 

_(3) The trends in 'J'110duc;t;ton .of .the \l'ari
ous kin<;ls of ilsh and sheHfish; 

· ( 4) The .measures which are appropctate 
to .assure the maximum sustainable produc
tion of fish and .fishery protlucts and to pre
vent unnecessary and excessive ·fluctuations 
In ·rruch pr0tluction; 

(5") 'The· measures that are ·necessary -'to 
pr.event ·th-e excessive llJild harmful exploita
tion of the ·ftshe11ies resourees; 

~6) The .methods and praetiees used 1n 
.matching and taking .fish and shellfish tha.t 
are wasteful .and tnat have the effec.t of 
diminishing the fisheries resources in the 
wa'ters of the-Cont1nental Shelf and the high 

..seas; 
(7) The competitive .economic position of 

the -vari0us fish iarul fishery pr.odue:ts with 
re~peJ:t to ea.eh ether :a:nd to >Competiiti:ve fish 
and :fisbery :l)rodue·ts ponuc.ed .by -:ror.el,gn 

_producers. 
(8) The mru:ket ,co,n<ilitions, .amount of 

pro.duction, and general economic ,position 
of ·fish and iisher_y products in tne countries 
in which such products constitttte an impor
tant part of i!Jne food supply; and 
.. (9) Any other ma.tters which in the judg
ment of the Commission are of public inter
est in connection ·with any pha$es uf"fls:hertes 
oper.a.tions. 

(f) "'Th-e Commissi0n .shal'l TC01Dperate to ·the 
full.eat practicable extent with the Secretary 
of .State in providing .representation at all 
meetings and conferences relating to fish
eries in which representa'tives -of the ·united 
States and foreign countries participate. 
The Secretary .of State .shall, wherever ·possi
ble, designate at least one member of the 
Cammil!lsion to tile negotiating team .in all 
matters relating .to international fisheries. 

(g) The .Secretary of .State and all other 
officials .having resp0nsibilities in tlle fields 
of technical and economic .aid 'to foreign na
tions shal.l consult with the ·commission .in 
all cases in wh1ch the interests of domestic 
commercial and ·sport fisheri-es are involved 
with a view to assuring that such intereS:ts 
fl.re ·adequately represented at all times. 

(h) Notwithstandin,g any other -provision 
of law, the C.ommission shall be r~resented 
in all internation.al negotiatioBs conducted 
by the United States pursuant t0 section 350 
of the Tariff Act of l930, as amended, in .any 
case -in which domestic commercial and sport 
fisheries are directly affected by such nego
tia-tions. 

( i) The C0mmlssion shall make such 
studles and investig_.ations relating to .fish
ing operations <i>n the high seas as .it deems 
necessary for the welfare and protection of 
domestic .fisheries, and shall make reports 
and recommendations to the Congress and to 
the Secretai:y 'Of State with respect ·to any 
practices, o:r>erations, or 00Bdi.ti0ns or .a·ny 
other matters that U cle.ems tG> be <iletmmental 
to, or vltal to the security and welfare 01. such 
fisheries. 

(j) The CemmissiGn is .authorized, in ac
cordance with. the civil-service laws ·and the 
Classification Act of .1949, AS ·amended, to 
appoint and fix the ..compensation .of such 
personnel its it deems necessaTy·to carry out 
the provisions of :thi.s act. 

(It) The CommissiOn may request and se
cure the .ad.vice or assistance of .any depant
.ment or a,gengy o!. the Qovernmeni;, and a~y 

-:Such dep.artmen.t .or agency which furnish.es 
ad vice or assistance to the Commission ·may 
expend its own funds for such purposes, with 
or without reimbursement from the Commis
sion as may 'be agree.ct upon between · tb:e 
Commission and the department <i>r aigency. 

(1) 'The Commission shall consult periodi
cally with the vaci.ous governmental, private 
nonprofit, and other .agencies which have to 
do with .any phase of noncommercial fishing 
with respect to any problems that may arise 
ln connection with such fishing. 

( m) The Commission ri:my ·make ·s:uch •rules 
and regulations as it deems necessary to 
carry out the p:r.ovisions of this act, and all 
.such rules and .regulations shall be pub
lished in the Federal Register as in the case 
of those of any other·..agency. 

(n) The Commission shall maite an an
-nual report to the Congress with respect to 
its activities under this act. 

TRANSFER OF FUNCTIONS .TO COMMISSION 

'SEC. 4. {a) ·Ther,e ar..e .hereby <transletretl 
to the Commission all the functlons of the 

"Department of the Interior (including the 
·.:functions of the .secretary thereof .and of the 
Fish :and Wilalife Ser,v.ice) rela'lling Jn any 
~nner to ..fisheries, ~-a the development, 
,advancement~ management, conservat-ion, 
and protection tla.e.reof. 

(b) .In addition, the functions .of the Sec
retary of 'the Interior ( l') relating to the pro
tecticm of fur seals, and -to t-he ·supervision 
of the Pril>il0-f Islands aind the eai.:e of the 
natives thereof, and (2) relating to the 
Whaling Convention Act of 1f949 (Public Law 
676, 61st .C0ng.) ,arnd any other functions rof 
the Secretary relating to .ha.it seals, sea lion&, 
whales, and other mammals_, are hereby 
transferred to, an.ct ·sha1.l hereafter be exer
cised b_y, the -Commissiun. 

( c~ There are hereby transferrea to the 
Commission .all functions of the Secretary of 
Agriculture, the Secretary of Commerce, and 

, the .head ·of an_y other department or -agenc·y, 
which are now .exercise.d,by them or _provided 
.for .under any ac.t of Congre.ss and which re
. late in any manner to fisheries; but nothin_g 
in this subsection ·sha:Il be construed to inter
fere with or modify the ·a.uthori-ty of the ·ne
partment of 'State or the 'Secretary thereof 

-to negotiate OT ...enter into any intern.ational 
, agreements or "Conventions wiith respect to 
the .development, management, or protection 
of any .fisheries .resources. 

( d) Ther_e .are hereby transferred to .'the 
Commission ·so much of 'the personnel, prop
er'ty, :faelritles, recerds, and unexpended 
balances . <i>f appropriations, ·allocations, and 
other funds (available or to be made .avfill
able) as the Director of ·the Bureau of ·the 
Budget determines to .be necessary in c<Dn
nection with the exer.cise of the functions 
transferred to the Comm1ss1on by .subsections 
(a), (b), and (c) of this section. 

MISCELLANEOUS. PROVISIONS 

SEC. 5~ Close cooperation shall be estab-
1ished ~and maintained between the United 
States and Canada, and between the United 
States and Me-x-ico, through fisheries agr-ee
ments, in the interest of conserving and uti
lizing to the .fullest pract1cable extent the 
stocks of food fish and shellfish which in
habit the waters .of the Continental Shelf. 

· Such cooperaticm .shall also be established 
and maintalned between the United States 
and .other nations "through fisheries agree
ments relating te the conservation and use 
of the stocks of food fish which inhabit the 
waters of the ..high ;Beas. 

SEC. 6. Nothing Jn this .act .&hall be -con
~ strued to interfere in at;lY manner with t~e 

rights of any .Sitate under the ·Submerged 
· Lantis Act (Public .Law .fil., fild ~Cong.) j)r 
· otherwise pr.ovldea by law. · 

sfo. 7. (a) ~t shill! b.e unlawful t.or R!!Y 
citizen 'Of-the 'United States-. . 

(1) to catch 'Or take any salmcm, tr-out #or 
other :fiShes . on 'the .high seas 'except .as 
~utl;lotized. ,b.Y the .Q.ozp;mission ior exper~-

mental . or_ sport .Jishiq.g _purposes) with an_y 
lorm of net, gear or other applianee which 
the OG>mmission finds would 11>revent or inter. 

. lere wrth the conservation ,of such .fishes; ana 
(2) to fiS'h for or -catch a.Jily species of shell

fish in the waters of either the.Atlantic Ocean 
or the Pacific Ocean by means of tangle nets 
-or .any other. device or gear whic.h the CQm
..lllission finds w.ould ha.Ye the unavoidable 
result of taking immature -and female shell-
1ish ·at the :same time that mar'ketable male 
shelllfiSh are taken. 

(b) Tlae Q(!)mmission is :authol'lze.d to make 
such rules and regulations as may be nece:;
sary 1lo enforce the provisiens of this section. 

( c) Any .Person w.ho 'Viola;tes .any provision 
•_of thJ.s section,, ar any r.ule or regula·tion pre.
scribed by 'the Commission _pursuant to sub
:section (b) of this~ection, shall b.e fined not 
more than$---- or Imprisoned tor not more 
than ------ y..ears, .or both. 

. AUTHOR1'.ZATION FOR 11PPRoPR:FATION 

SEc. 8. 'There are hereby authorized to °be 
appropriated -such "Sums as · may be necessary 
to carry aut the .provisions of this act. 

SPECJAL COMMITrEE _TO JNVESTI
GATE CAMPAIGN E"XPENDITURES, 
LOBBYING, 'ETC . 

Mr.. SYMINGTON. Mr,.. Presldent, "I 
suggest the absence .of .a quorum. 

The PRESIDE.NT _pm tempDre. 'The 
c1e1'k will .call .the :wll. 

.The ·Chief Clerk .Proceeded te call tbe 
.roll. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. 'Presi
dent, .I ask unanimous censent that the 
order for the call of the .r.oll be rescinded. 

The "PRESIDENT pro tempore, with
out objection, ·it is so ordered. 

Mr . .JOHNSON of Texas . . Mr. Presi
dent, I desire te make an announ.cement, 
before the ·Chair, on behalf of the Vice 
.President, makes certain .recommenda
tions: 

Mr.. Presjdent, I am . recommending 
for member.ship on the Special Com
mittee ereated yesterday the jun.ior Sen
ator fi:om 'l'ennessee [Mr. GORE] the 
seniGr Senator from Ar-kansas [Mr. 
McCLELLANJ, the junior Senator from 
New Mexico [Mr. ANDERSON], and the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts LMr. 
KENNEDYJ. 

These recommendations represent the 
combined judgment of the many Mem
bers I have consulted ori this side of 
the aisle. We were seeking cer:tain quali
ties of 'experience, temperament, and 
interest that are essential for the type 
of investtgation ·that is to be conducted. 
In these four Senators, we believe those 
qualities are combined to the highest 
degree. These selecthms have the ap
preval of the majority policy commit
tee and the majerity steering committee. 

We felt the .:meed of men experience.ct 
dn the work of the Privileges and Elec
tions .Subcommittee. It has an impor
tant jurisdicticm Jn this .matter. 

We felt the need of men experfenced 
in the work: of the Government Opera
tions Committee. It has jurisdiction 
over the lobby .la. ws. · 

We .felt the need of men experienced 
in the w_ork of the JudiC:iary ,cOm.mittee. 
It has authority over many features .ef 

. the Federal Corrµpt Practices Act. 
But :we .mew· that .our objective would 

not b.e attained merely b_y :finding a r~p
resenta tive from each Gommittee. The 
il.ssignm.ent c.alle..d far men who were 
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experienced in the techniques of investi
gation, who were mature and prudent, 
who were vigorous and enthusiastic for 
the assignment, who had some back
ground in the fields which would be 
explored. 

To my mind, these four men do not 
represent committees. They represent 
the entire Senate and, beyond the Sen
ate, the people of the United States, who 
have the basic interest in this investiga. 
ti on. 

I first approached the distinguished 
senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
GEORGE] and his equally respected and 
beloved colleague, the senior Senator 
from Arizona [Mr. HAYDEN]. I asked 
them whether they desired to serve on 
the expanded inquiry which grows out 
of the fine work they have done. 

Both carry heavy burdens-in fact, 
some of the greatest responsibilities of 
the Senate. Both are candidates for re
election. They felt that the additional 
burden of an investigation which will 
last for many months would be too great. 

The question was explored further. In 
a short time, the pattern became clear. 

The junior Senator from Tennessee 
[Mr. GoRE] who has served in Congress 
since the 76th Congress and in the Sen
ate since 1953, is one of our most vigor
ous and effective members. Further
more, he is the chairman of the Privi
leges and Elections Subcommittee, which 
has an important responsibility in this 
matter. His reputation rests upon dis
tinguished service with the Joint Atomic 
Energy Committee, the Rules and Ad
ministration Committee, and the Senate 
Democratic Campaign Committee. He 
is a thorough man, a fair-minded man, 

-a man of boundless energy. We are con
fident that he will conduct himself in 
the spirit of our highest traditions. 

In his quiet, effective way, the senior 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. McCLEL
LAN] has covered himself with as many 
laurels as has any other man in public 
life. His conduct as an investigator has 
set standards of fairness and fearlessness 
which will stand unchallenged through
out the years. His very presence on this 
group will be reassuring to all Americans 
who look for a thorough and nonpartisan 
investigation that will be bound by one 
s~andard-the national interest. 

It would be difficult to find a better 
qualified man for this task than the sen
ior Senator from New Mexico [Mr. AN
DERSON]. He is now the chairman of the 
Joint Atomic Energy Committee-a 
group representing both branches of 
Congress in a field that goes to the very 
heart of our country's security. As 
chairman, he has distinguished himself 
by a breadth of vision and a nonparti
sanship that have placed the safety of 
our Nation above any other considera
tion: He has been through this type of 
investigation in the past. During the 
78th Congress, he was chairman of the 
House Committee to Investigate Cam
paign Expenditures. His conduct in that 
position is still cited as a model of in
tegrity, thoroughness, and patriotism. 

The junior Senator from Massachu
setts [Mr. KENNEDY] is a studious, care
ful, cautious man whose prudence and 
keenness enhance any congressional 
project. His patriotism is beyond ques-

tion, and is backed by a distinguished 
war record second to none. He has 
served in the Congress since 1947, and is 
the author of one of the best-known 
books in recent years on the Congress. 
It is characteristic of the junior Senator 
from Massachusetts that this book is a 
sensitive and perceptive study of the 
highest standards of congressional ac
tivity. He is the chairman of a Govern
ment Operations Subcommittee which 
likely will have jurisdiction over any 
remedial legislation that involves lob
bying. He also serves on the Senate La
bor and Public Welfare Committee, 
which has a responsibility in this field. 

Mr. President, I believe all of us are 
aware of the difficult and sensitive na
ture of the investigation which is before 
us. It goes to the hard core of our form 
of Constitutional Government-the con
fiG.ence of our people in their institu
tions. It is an investigation that may 
have many aspects-some of which can
not now be foreseen. Already, we have 
charges which the junior Senator from 
New York [Mr. LEHMAN], and the junior 
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. YouNG] 
are preparing to present. The commit
tee has a tremendous task cut out for 
it. 

The majority believe that the four 
Senators we are recommending repre
sent the best possible combination of in
telligence, experience, and background 
to insure a complete and thorough in
vestigation. They come from the North
east and the Southwest; from the South 
and the border. They represent different 
points of view, but all are men who have 
demonstrated a capacity for understand
ing the views of those who disagree 
with them. Two of them are senior 
Members of the Senate; two of them are 
junior Members of the Senate. But all 
four share a proven love for our insti
tutions and a proven devotion to duty. 

They will be partisans only for the 
public interest. And the public interest 
calls for one of the most searching ·in
vestigations in our history-an investi
gation that will leave no relevant fact 
uncovered. 

We are entrusting to these men one 
of the most vital functions of the Sen
ate. Their colleagues, I know, are con
fident that it is lodged in safe hands. 

They are the kind of men who can 
concentrate on the substantial, can 
place the trivial in proper perspective, 
and can aim for the constructive goal of 
meeting the problems of the modern 
age. 

Mr. KNOWLAND. Mr. President, I 
wish to make a brief statement, prior 
to the announcement: After consulta
tion on this side of the aisle, the leader
ship on this side have recommended the 
senior Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. BRIDGES], who is the senior Re
publican Member, iS a former President 
pro tempore of this body, and now is 
serving on the Select Committee; the 
senior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
THYEJ, a former Governor of that State, 
who also at present is serving on the 
existing Select Committee; the junior 
Senator from Arizona [Mr. GOLDWATER], 
who has resigned his position as Chair
man of the Republican Senatorial Cam-

paign Committee; and the junior Sena
tor from Connecticut [Mr. PuRTELL]. 
_ First of all, we have determined that 
no Member who is a candidate for elec
tion in 1956 should be a member of this 
committee. 

Second, we have felt that, because of 
the developments growing out of the so
called Harris-Fulbright bill, we wanted 
to balance the representation between 
those who have supported the proposed 
legislation and those who have opposed 
it. That was done in this case. 

On this committee we have 2 of our 
more senior Members from this side of 
the aisle, and, as is the case on the 
other side of the aisle, 2 of our more 
junior Members. I believe that they 
will approach this problem in the proper 
spirit, to develop the facts for the Sen
ate. They are to represent not individ
ual committees, but the Senate of the 
United States, in one of the most im
portant tasks ever assigned in this body 
to eight Members of the Senate. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, if the Senator from California will 
yield before he concludes his remarks, 
I should like to add that the distin
guished junior Senator from Tennessee 
[Mr. GORE], and the dist~nguished junior 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. KEN
NEDY] were, until today, members of the 
Senate Campaign Committee. Earlier 
iri the day, when I notified them that · 
the leadership desired to have them serve 
on this important select committee, they 
submitted their resignations. The res
·ignations have been accepted, and in due 
course their successors will be appointed. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, I wish 
to commend the leadership on both sides 
of the aisle for the caliber of the mem
bership of the committee which has been 
selected. I am satisfied that a fair and 
judicial hearing will be held by this com
mittee. 

I wish to say to the chairman of the 
committee that, as I have worked with 
him, I have observed his work in the 
Senate. I consider him a great legisla
tive judge. By that I mean that I con
sider ALBERT GORE, Of Tennessee, to be 
of such judicial temperament, and to be 
such an able lawyer, that I know of no 
post in our Government which he would 
not be qualified to fill. Whenever I find 
that type of temperament in the chair
man of any committee, I look forward 
to a judicial operation of the committee. 

I may have been a little previous in my 
remarks with regard to the chairman
ship of the committee. I assumed, from 
what I had read, that it was contem
plated that the Senator from Tennessee 
would be chairman of the committee. In 
any event, I wish to have my comments 
regarding his character remain in the 
RECORD. I have complete confidence in 
his judiciousness, and in that of the other ' 
members of the committee. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. _ Mr. Presi
dent, I should say that some suggestions 
have been made with respect to the Sen
ator from Tennessee [Mr. GORE] being 
made chairman of the committee. As 
the distinguished Senator from Oregon 
knows, that is a mat~r entirely for the 
decision of the membership of the com
mittee. The committee will receive no 
recommendations or suggestions from 
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anyone except the eight members of the 
committee . . Under the terms of the reso
lution, the membership. of the committee 
will select a chairman, a vice chairman, 
and such other officers as they may wish 
to select. · 

Mr. MORSE. I was acting under the 
mistaken assumption that it was con
templated that the Senator from Ten
nessee would become chairman of the 
committee. I hope that nothing I have 
said in my commendation of the Senator 
from Tennessee will cause any· embar
rassment to anyone. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. I appreciate 
the remarks of the Senator with respect 
to the selections made by the majority 
and minority. 

Mr. KNOWLAND. Mr. President, I 
wish to state for the record that it is 
also my understanding that the commit
tee of eight members will select its 
chairman~ based upon the judgment of 
the members themselves. There cer
tainly has been no understanding in ad
vance ori this side of the aisle,· and I be
lieve there has been none .on the other 
side of the ·aisle, relative to the. chair
manship. It has been made perfectly 
clear that the eight members of the com
mittee will meet and arrive at their own 
judgment as to the selection of a chair
man and vice chairman of the commit
tee, and such other officers as they feel 
are necessary to carry on the work of 
the committee. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. The Senator 
from California· may be as.sured that I 
have reached no secret understanding 
with anyone on that subject. 

Mr. MONRONEY. Mr. President, I 
am delighted to hear the nominations for 
membership on a committee which I con
sider to have one of the most important 
assignments ever given to a committee. 
The members of the committee will keep 
in mind the aim of good government, and 
the preservation of the right of the Sen
ate to enjoy the title of the greatest de
liberative body in 'the world. I know of 
no finer men who could have been chosen 
than those who ·have been named by the 
majority and minority leaders. 

I know that the committee will pursue 
its investigation with diligence and thor
oughness, and with a sense of justic~ and 
fairness to all. I know that the aim of 
the committee will be to bring about cor
rective results, so that ·no question can 
ever again be raised with respect to the 
proprieties involved in legislative debates. 

I have had the great pleasure of serv
ing with many members of the commit
tee, both those on the minority side and 
those on the majority side. It was my 
pleasure to serve with the distinguished 
junior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
GORE] for 18 years in the Congress. I 
know of no man who has shown greater 
courage, firmer determination, or 
broader vision in performing any task 
assigned to him during his · experience 
both in the House of Representatives 
and in the Senate than has my distin
guished friend and colleague from Ten
nessee. He has a great understanding 
of the electoral processes, gained from 
his service in the House of Representa
tives, and as chair~an of the Sul;>com
_mittee on Privileges an~ El~cti~ns of the 

Senate Committee on Government Op
erations. 

I am delighted at the appointment of 
the distinguished junior Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. KENNEDY], who, per
haps to a greater extent than any other 
Member of the Senate, possesses an un
derstanding of the operation of the 
Lobbying Registration Act, which I had 
the privilege of helping to place ·on the 
statute books, along with the distin
guished late Senator from Wisconsin, 
Mr. La Follette. That act operates in 
conjunction · with the Legislative Reor
ganization Act. Tl:ose two statutes 
should be geared together, because it is 
impossible to tell where election cam
paign contributions leave off and lobby
ing activities begin, unless they are both 
placed under the same microscope. I 
am sure this will be done by .the distin
guished junior Senator from Massa
chusetts, who has a wide knowledge of 
the subject. 

I am pleased also by the appointment 
of certain distinguished senior Members 
of this body, including the distinguished 
senior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Mc
CLELLAN], who possesses a fine judicial 
mind. 

I am pleased at the appointment of 
our great colleague, the Senator from 
New Mexico [Mr. ANDERSON]. Both the 
Senator from New Mexico and the Sena
tor from Arkansas are men of wide ex
perience, men who will go to the limit 
in developing all the facts, letting the 
chips fall where they may. 

We can be justly proud of the repre
sentation from our side of the aisle. 

I am delighted with the appointment 
of the distinguished junior Senator from 
Minnesota [Mr. THYE], whose interest 
in clean politics and clean government 
is well known. I am pleased also with 
the appointment of the distinguished 
junior Senator from Arizona [Mr. GOLD
WATER], who has an intimate knowledge 
of election processes, and is as dedicated 
as is any other Member of this body to 
keeping them pure and undefiled. 

It seems to me that we are most for
tunate in the appointment of the senior 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
BRIDGES] as one of the senior members 
of this committee. His appointment will 
enable us to enjoy the benefit of the vast 
experience which comes from service 
over a long period of time. 

In the junior Senator from Connecti
cut [Mr. PURTELL] we also have a man 
with a judicial mind, who is dedicated 
to the task of finding the facts. 

No committee has been given an as
signment of such importance in many 
years. Wh_en these appointments are 
considered in the light of the wise action, 
taken by almost unanimous decision of 
the Senate, I think it will be found that 
a bipartisan committee with wide juris
diction ' in this field can do a great deal 
toward writing a ticket for clean govern
ment. 

I congratulate both the majority and 
the minority leadership on the . wise 
choice in this case. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, I thank my good friend from Okla-
homa. · · · 

Mr. GORE. Mr. President, I thank 
my able friend and colleague, the seni.or 

Senator from Oregon [Mr. MORSE] and 
my devoted and dear friend, the junior 
Senator from Oklahoma, for their very 
generous remarks. I believe, however, 
that in response to their remarks I should 
say-and I believe the distinguished ma
jority leader will agree with me-that 
from the beginning I have stated to him 
that I would be happier if he would as
sign another Senator to the task of 
membership, and that I · would be even 
happier if the committee would find 
someone else to serve as chairman. I still 
feel that way. 

However, this is a job which I have 
said repeatedly should be done. I am 
in no position to run from a task which 
I believe is a necessary one. Therefore, 
I told the distinguished majority leader 
that I would serve as a member of the 
committee. I would be very happy, in
deed, if the committee should choose one 
of my distinguished colleagues to serve 
as chairman. If so, I would work in the 
ranks as diligently as possible. 

It is an enormous task, one which will 
require long work and devoted effort, but 
I hope that out of this study will come 
basic remedial legislation. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. The distin
guished Senator from Tennessee, when 
he first talked to me about it on Mon
day, told me he thought it was much 
more important that the job be done 
than that he should be selected to do 
it, and that if I insisted that he become 
a member, he would be glad to serve. 
However, he said he would not be of
f ended in the slightest if another mem
ber were selected and he were not. As 
a matter of fact, he said he would be 
pleased if that did happen. 

It was only late this afternoon that 
I finally told the Senator the composi
tion of the committee and notified the 
other members. 

I appreciate the Senator's attitude. 
He will have the full cooperation, as he 
usually dqes on all legislative matters, 
of the leadership on the majority side. 
I am proud of the good work done by 
the · minority leader in the selections he 
has made. I am sure those Senators 
will be equally cooperative with the mem
bers of the committee. From here on 
out it is largely ·a matter of judgment 
of the committee. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, I 
rise only to say thaf as a member of the 
Steering Committee it was my privilege 
and responsibility to be consulted on the 
assignments from the majority side. · 

I believe the RECORD should show that 
the members of the Steering Committee 
present-and there was a substantial 
majority present-were in full agree
ment with the selections announced by 
the majority leader. 

I feel that the majority leader's selec
tions are excellent. I have had the privi
lege of talking ~ith two of my colledgues 
who are seat mates of mine, the Senator 
from Tennessee [Mr. GORE] and the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. KEN
NEDY], about this very difficult assign
ment. As one who sits close to them and 
as one knows them equally well, I should 
like" to say that no two finer selections 
could have been made. That also applies 
to our colleague, the Senator from New 
Mexico [Mr. ANDERSON] and the Senator 
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from Arkansas [Mr~ McCLELLAN], both 
of whom have demonstrated their great 
knowledge of the processes of govern:
ment and great personal integrity. I 
wish to commend again, as I have al
ready done, both the majority and 
minority leaders on one of the most diffi
cult assignments that they have had to 
make. 

I feel that the program will now be 
under way in good hands and will lead 
toward constructive results. It surely 
needs it. I should like to say to my 
colleagues that a tremendous .respon
sibility is vested in the chairman of the 
special committee. If the chairman is 
to be the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
GoREJ, as I have heard, then I wish to 
say we are very fortunate indeed, be
cause he has demonstrated again and 
again the kind of intellectual and moral 
courage and the sort of brilliant and yet 
understanding knowledge of the respon
sibilities of Government and officials of 
the Government that will stand well with 
the country in the days ahead. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. I wish to 
thank the Senator from Minnesota for 
his observations. He is always very gen
erous and understanding of the majority 
leader. I wish the record to be crystal 
clear that the election of the chairman 
of the committee is entirely within the 
jurisdiction of the members of the com
mittee. I agree with the Senator's 
statement, that if the members decide 
that the -Senator from Tennesee [Mr. 
GoRE] is the best-equipped member of 
that committee to serve as its chairman, 
that is a matter for it to decide. If I 
were a member of the committee, I 
should be very happy to have the Sena.
tor from Tennessee act as chairman of 
the committee. Likewise, I believe that 
any member of that committee would 
make a distinguished chairman. I do 
believe that the record should be made 
abundantly clear that it is entirely a 
matter for the committee, and that there 
are no pressures or suggestions or at
tempts to decide the matter for the com
mittee in advance. 

I know that is the way the Senator 
from Tennessee wants it, and that is 
certainly the position of both the major
ity and the minority l"eaders. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
Chair has been requested by the Vice 
President to announce for him the fol
lowing assignments to the special com
mittee established by Senate Resolution 
219: 

The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
GoRE], the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
McCLELLAN], the Senator from New Mex
ico [Mr. ANDERSON], the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. KENNEDY], the Sen
ator from New Hampshire [Mr. BRIDGEs3, 
the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. THYE], 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Pcm
TELL], and the Senator from Arizona 
[Mr. GOLDWATER]. 

ADJOURNMENT 
Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. ·Presi

dent, if no other Senator desires to ad
dress tbe Senate, and if there is no fur
ther business to come before the Senate, 
I move that the Senate stand in adjourn
ment until 12 o'clock noon tomorrow. - · 

The motion was·aigreed to; and '(at 6 
o'clock and 38 minutes p. m.) the Sen
ate adjourned until Friday, February 24. 
1956, at 12' o'clock meridian. 

NOMINATIONS 
Executive nominations received by the 

Senate February 23 <legislative day, 
February 22), 1956: 

SUPREME COURT, TERRITORY OF HAWAil 

Philip L. Rice, of Hawaii, to be chief Jus
tice of . the Supreme Court, Territory of 
Hawaii, for a term of 4 years, vice Edward A. 
Towse whose term has expired. 

POSTMASTERS 

The following-named persons to be post
masters: 

ALABAMA 

Herbert G. Curtis, Glenwood, Ala., in place 
of F. T. Bryan, removed. 

ALASKA 

Glenda A. Cobb, Annette, Alaska, in place 
of D. V. Richard, resigned. 

John F. Connery, Barrow, Alaska, in place 
of D. K. Brower, removed. 

Edna Peratrovich, Klawock, Alaska, in 
place of E. F. Demmert, deceased. 

Evelyn L. Conwell, Kratzebue, Alaska, in 
place of A. G. Francis, resigned. 

Jenabe E. Caldwell, Unalaska, Alaska, in 
place of C. H. Hope, resigned. 

Alice R. Brusich, Ward Cove, Alaska, in 
place of M. D. Crawford, removed. 

ARIZONA 

Cathryn A. Pulsifer, Camp Verde, Ariz., in 
place of Olive Tompkins, resigned. 

Nancy R. Caldwell, San Simon, Ariz., in 
place of A. M. Hall, retired. 

ARKANSAS 

Wendell R. Kimbrough, Alicia, Ark., in 
place of A. M. Matthews, deceased. 

Ted M. Anderson, Batesville, Ark., in place 
of E. F. Crutchfield, transferred. 

CALIFORNIA 

Ethel M. Stott, Diablo, Calif., in place of 
Helen Cooper, retired. 

Eugene M. Freitas, Herlong, Calif., in place 
of B. K. Geiger, removed. 

George P. Ashmun, Hughson, Calif., in 
place of M.A. Brophy, retired. 

Harry L. Smith, Perkins, Calif., in place of 
William Lais, retired. 

COLORADO 

George R. Newmyer, Center, Colo., in place 
of W. B. Sutley, resigned. 

Charles Herman Klipfel, Pueblo, Colo., in 
place of R. H. Talbot, deceased. 

Ralph A. Nielson, Sanford, Colo., in place 
of A. J. Reed, reth·ed. 

HAWAII 

Satoshi Ishimoto, Lihue, Hawaii, in place 
of M. D. Drier, deceased. 

IDAHO 

Leo G. Huguenin, Mullan, Idaho, in place 
of C. W. Bentley, removed. 

ILLINOIS 

Arlynn M. Price, Abingdon, Ill., in place of 
J. W. Lucas, resigned. 

Ernie R. Rightmyer, Fairfield, Ill., in place 
of J. C. Stanley, removed. . 

John Paul Smothers, Marion, Ill., in place 
of A. 0. Ledbetter, removed. 

William I. Anderson, Metropolis, Ill., in 
place of L. L. Taylor, transferred. . . 

Elizabeth R. Ervin, Pesotum, Ill., in place of 
H. F. Lieb, deceased. 

William C. Hallock, Tilden, Ill., in place of 
C. H. Lindsay, retired. 

Harry L. Crawford, Yorkville, Ill., in place 
of M. N. Beecher, removed. 

INDIANA 

Wilfred M. Bedel, Batesville, Ind., in place 
of C. H. Andres, d·eceased. -

James L. Conwell, Greensburg, Ind., in 
place of C. D. Samuels, resigned~ 

B111 R. Davidson, Princeton, Ind., in place 
of E. M. Miller, retired. 

IOWA 

Richard R. Kraus, Ryan, Iowa, in place 
of J. L. Magirl, resigned. 

KANSAS 

Ralph R. Johnson, Vermillion, Kans., in 
place of S. L. Becker, resigned. 

KENTUCKY 

Robert S. Smallwood, Beattyville, Ky., in 
place of C. P. Hall, resigned. 

MASSACHUSETTS 

Edwin L. Naylor, Dunstable, Mass., in place 
of L. M. Brow, deceased. 

MICHIGAN 

Arthur J. Jackson, Benton Harbor, Mich., 
in place of A. C. Parsa!, retired. . 

Charles A. Fisher, Bergland, Mich., in place 
of Esther Geroux, removed. 

Harriet H. Tuttle, Comstock, Mich., in 
place of A. J. Price, retired. 

Mary M. Schlichting, Haslett, Mich:, in 
place of Mary Elliott, retired. 

Earl E. Secor, Imlay City., Mich., in place of 
W. C. Schoof, retired. 

Walter L. Parrott, Jr., Kingston, Mich., in 
place of Rhea Henderson, deceased. 

Daniel G. Picot, Lexington, Mich., in place 
of Henry Matthews, deceased. 

Arthur G. Jenkins, Livonia, Mich. Office 
established April 1, 1954. 

Alice L. Thompson, Trout Creek, Mich., in 
place of J.C. Vaughan, retired. 

Edward C. Hudson, Trout Lake, Mich., in 
place of W. H. Mulllns, retired. 

MINNESOTA 

Lester H. Egerstrom, M,urdock, Minn., in 
place of J. R. Kavanagh, deceased. 

Rodger A. McRae, Swanville, Minn., in 
place of D. B. Clabaugh, transferred. 

MISSOURI 

Vance A. Meares, Reeds, Mo., in place of 
N. T. Lambeth, transferred. 

Jesse 0. Weaver, Steele, Mo., in place in 
M. L. Kelley, deceased. 

Clyde R. Muller, Sweet Springs, Mo., in 
place of H.F. Nelson, retired. 

MONTANA 

Ivan W. Smail, Alder, Mont., in place of 
N. B. Conway, retired. 

NEW HAMPSHIRE 

Theodore R. Butler, Portsmouth, N. H., 
in place of F. J. Rowe, transferred. 

George W. Carr, Winnisquam, N. H., in 
place of W. F. Cohan, resigned. 

NEW JERSEY 

Jacob Fetzer, Grenloch, N. J., in place of 
A. B. Williams, retired .. 

John V. Zoppel, North Bergen, N. J., in 
place of F. A. Hynes, deceased. 

Joseph Kain, Kenvil, N. J., in place of J. F. 
Bird, resigned. 

Laura A. Bradley, Monmouth Beach, N. J., 
in place of W. H. Kittell, resigned. 

William C. Conner, South Bound Brook, 
N. J., in place of M.A. Carroll, deceased. 

NEW YORK 

Joseph R. Iadarola, Elmsford, N. Y., in 
place of T. F. English, retired. 

Oliver K. Palm, Jamestown, N. Y., in place 
of R. C. Gifford, deceased. 

Ronald M. MacKenzie, ·Lake Placid, N. Y., 
in place of F. M. Dennin, retired. · 

James C. Browne, Mahopac, N. Y., in place 
of J : W. Clark, retired. 

Vincent J. Behm, Nedrow, N. Y., in place of 
P. P. McGuire, resigned. 

George Conrad Sauer, Port Jervis, N. Y., in 
place of J. F. Harrison, resigned. 

Edna C. Yaple, Rock Hill, N. Y., in place of 
P. L. Rice, retired. · 
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NORTH DAKOTA 

Ivan 0. Wick, Brocket, N. Dak.,· in place of 
A. C. Connelly, retired. 

Carl Raymond Culver, Dickinson, N-. Dak., 
in place of A: C. Pagenkopf, retired. . 

Gerald D. Davis, ¥ooreton, N. Dak., in 
place of F. L. Gerou, resigned. 

Ruby E. Omvig, Mylo, N. Dak., in place of 
M. V. Andersen, retired. 

. OHIO 

Ruben E. Spurrier, Buffalo, Ohio, in place 
of James Blair, retired. 

OKLAHOMA 

Tnornton J. Lucado, Jr., Blanchard, Okla., 
in place of T. C~ Anthony, deceased. 

PENNSYLVANIA 

Richard S. Chesonis, t,,uc:ernemines, Pa., in 
place of D. M.~ Turify, resigned. · 
. Henry R. Heintz, Perkiomenville, .Pa., in 
place of N. B. Becker, retired. 

Richard J.· Griffith , Trucksville, Pa., in 
·place of · Gwilym Evans, resigned . . 

SOUTH CAROLIN A 

Jessie W. Jenkins, Wadmalaw Island, S. c.·, 
in place of M. P. Boykin, transferred. 

B. George Price, III, Walterboro, S. C., in 
place of Stacy Kearse, deceased. 

TEXAS 

Buster Fleming, Emory, Tex., in place of 
J.B. Chastain, transferred. 

Billy G. Williams, Freer, Tex., in place of 
E. C. Kelly, removed. 

Joe C. Cobb, Lewisville, . Tex., in place of 
M. S. Donald, retired. 

Gilbert R. Thayer, Port Lavaca, Tex., in 
place of M. B. Mcconnico, retired. 

Frederick H:-Pearce, Sr., Thorndale, Tex., 
in place of V. F. Norris, resigned. 

. ' .•. VERMONT 

Harvey A. Dix, Brattleboro, Vt., in place of 
J. H. McKinnon, transferred. 

. _ VIRGINIA _ _ 

George Guy Farrar, Afton, Va., in place of 
L. C. Dawson, retired. · 

Jane D. Nottingham, Carrollton, Va., in 
place of L. M. Latimer, deceased. . 

Clinton 'Lewis Epperson, Lawrenceville, Va., 
in place of T. E. Warriner, deceased. 

WASHINGTON 

John C. l'i'owadni~k. Chehalis, Wash., in 
place of L. K. Sullivan, deceased. 

WEST VffiGINIA 

Kenneth B. Rouzee, Kingwood, W. Va., in 
place of J. T. Spahr, retired. 

Guy S. Holliday, Layland, W. Va., in place 
of W. A. Johnson, deceased. 

Charles C. Workman, Red House, W. Va., 
in p~ace of ·L: E. Ambler, resigned: 

WISCONSIN · 

Michael J. Stieber, Colby, Wis.; in place 
of A. X. Unihoefer, resired. 

Benjamin F. Goehring, Random Lake, Wis., 
in place of E. H. Toepfer, resigned. 
. ~rancis Mattis, Stone Lake, Wis., in place 
of J. C. Reinke, removed. · · 

WYOMING 

-· Bruce L. Bartholomew, Dayton, Wyo., in 
place of J. C. -Adams, retired. 

LeRoy Williams, Grass Creek, Wyo., in place 
of G. C. Burrier, resigned. . 

Iduma Slago_wski, Mountainview, Wyo., in 
place of R. C. Taylor, resigned. 

Noreen C. Hopkins, Story, Wyo., in place of 
A. A. Raycher, deceased. 

CONFffiMATION 
Executive nomination confirmed by 

the Senate February 23 (legislative day, 
February 22) , 1956: 

DIPLOMATIC AND FOREIGN SERVICE 

Douglas Maxwell Moffat, of New York, to 
be Ambassador Extraordinary .and Plenipo
tentiary of the United States of America, to 
Australia. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES . 
THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 23, 1956 

-· Mr. McCORMACK .appeared . at the 
bar of the House and took the· oath of 
·office as Speaker pro tempore. 

The House met at · 12 o'clock noon. MUST 
The Chaplain, Rev. Bernard Braskamp, CONGRESS SURRENDER ITS 

D. D., offered the following prayer: POWERS TO OTC? 
Mr. LANE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani

mous consent to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend my re
marks. 

Eternal God, our Father, who hast 
been our shield in the .stillness of the 
night, guide us now by Thy divine wis
dom and gird us with Thy strength as 
we set our minds and hearts to the tasks 
of this new day. 

May this Lenten season upon which we 
have entered daily become richer and 
more glorious -in the culture and deep-
ening of our spiritual life. · 

Cleanse our souls of. all unrighteous;.. 
ness and grant that through self-exam:
ination and self-discipline we may gain 
the mastery over those desires · and 
habits _ which are contrary to Thy holy 
will. 

Help us to grow in the grace and 
knowledge of Jesus Christ, our Lord and 
Saviour, from whom to turn away is to 
fall but in whom to abide is to stand fast 
forever. . . 

To Thy name we ascribe all the.praise. 
Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of 
yesterday was r~ad and approved. 

'ADJOURNMENT OVER " .. 
Mr. McCORMACK. Mr .. Spe~ker, · I 

ask .unanimous consent that when the 
House adjourns today · it -adjourn · to 
meet_ at 12 '.o'clock noon on Monday next. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 

CALENDAR WEDNESDAY 
Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 

ask unanimous consent that business in 
order on Calendar. Wednesday next week 
and the following week be dispensed 
with. · 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 

THE PRIME MINISTER OF ffiELAND . 
0 • Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous. consent that it may be 
in order on Thursday, March 15, at any 
time, for the Speaker to declare a recess 
for the purpose of receiving the Prime 
Minister of Ireland. · 
' The SP.EAKER Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
Mr. ALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I offer a 

privileged resolution <H. Res. 403) and 
ask for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That Hon. JOHN w. MCCORMACK, 

a Representative from the State of Massa
chusetts, be, and he is hereby, elected . 
Speaker pro tempore during the absence of 
the Speaker. 

Resolved, That the President and the Sen
ate be notified by the Clerk of the election 
of Hon. JoHN W. McCORMACK as Speaker pro 
tempore during the absence of the Speaker. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mas
sachusetts? 

There _was no objection. 
. Mr. LANE. Mr. Speaker, H. R. 5550 
,is such" a: short and innocent-looking 
-bill. . . 
: Providing that "the President is hereby 
authorized to accept membership for the 
'United -States in the Organization for 
Trade Cooperatfon." 

That Js the sum and substance of it. 
So disarming. · 
For who could object to the vague but 

pleasant generalities of Organization for 
Trade Cooperation? 

But, wait a moment. 
What is this OTC? 
First, let us refresh our memory of 

the Constitution of the United States. 
Under article I, section 8, we note that 
"The Congress shall have power to lay 
and collect taxes, duties,· impost, · and 
excises" and "to regulate commerce with · 
foreign nations." 

The State Department of today, in it::i 
zeal to ·acquire arbitrary control over 
tariffs and trade, has the effrontery to 
expect that Congress shall sign its pow
ers away, in violation of the trust re
posed in Congress by the people, and 
in contempt of constitutional procedures. 

How? · · · 
By transferring authority from Con

..gress to the State Department, via leg
islative approval of OTC. 

H. R. 5550 is the instrument by which 
they would have Congress abdicate its 
responsibilities, upset the balance of 
representative government, and vest far 
g:':'eater power in the executive branch 
than the people ever intended that it 
should have. 

For some years the State Department 
has been inching toward this goal. 

OTC is the final and most subtle ma
neuver. · 

By this .. sidestepping technique, the 
regufation of our foreign commerce 
would be taken out of the hands ·of Con
gress; placed under the control of the 
State Department, and then come with"'· 
in' the jurisdiction of an international 

·trade organization known as the OTC, 
leading irtevitably to control by a spe
cialized agency of the United Nations 
of the · type and amount and price of 
·foreign goods that would flood the 
United States to the detriment of our 
own workers, industries, wage levels, and · 
standard of living. · 

The att'empt to sugarcoat OTC as a 
mere forum is not honest. OTC would 
be organized as an assembly, to gain 
compliance with the General Agreement 
on Tariffs and Trade. Assemblies of this 
nature are not merely debating societies. 
They are lawmaking bodies. 

Implicit in the OTC is the power to 
affect markets within the United States; 

_ ... 
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TV A APPROPRIATIONS to control production, profits, and em
ployment here. 

It would place us at the mercy of.low
wage countries, and all the rest of the 
world would have an advantage over us 
in this respect. 

We would have nothing to gain and 
everything to lose right here in the 
United States. 

The announced objective of OTC is the 
"substantial reduction of tariffs." Even 
though in 1955 more than 200 trade asso
ciations and unions in the United States 
officially reported serious injury by cheap 
imports. 

Furthermore, since the Trade Agree
ments Act of 1934, we have cut tariffs by 
as much as 75 percent. In return we got 
nothing but promises, which were be
trayed when foreign countries increased 
their tariffs anywhere from 6 to 76 per
cent. 

Due to imports of cheap cotton goods, 
the American textile industry alone has 
lost 200,000 jobs in the last 3 years. 

Does the State Department show any 
concern over plight of these, and other 
jobless Americans whose livelihood has 
been traded away? 

No nation has ever done more to help 
other nations than the United States. 
But there is a limit. We cannot give our
selves away. 

Already, by imports and expenditures 
abroad we are putting $20 billion a year 
into the hands of foreign buyers. What 
are they doing with this purchasing 
power? Through tariffs, embargoes, and 
quotas, they are limiting their purchases 
of American goods. 

We already take a lot of their prod
ucts, the things that we need, such as 
tin, coffee, rubber, manganese, and so 
forth, have long come in duty free. To
gether with other foreign products that 
pay only nominal duties, they account 
for two-thirds of our imports. 

But the State Department is not satis
fied. 

It wants to play international poli
tics, using American industries and 
American workers as pawns in the game. 

This is the same State Department 
that is considering the recognition of 
Red China, even though that outlaw 
government had killed tens of thousands 
of American boys by naked aggression, 
and is completely faithless to every moral 
precept. 

This is the State Department that is 
supposed to protect American interests 
first. 

Fortunately, the Congress of the 
United States, directly representative of 
the people, and responsive to their 
wishes, "is alert to this ill-concealed give
away that the State Department pro
poses, and will reject it. 

H. R. 5550 is unfair to the . United 
States. 

INCREASE IN FREIGHT RATES 
Mr. PRIEST. Mr. Speaker. I ask 

unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ten
nessee? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PRIEST. Mr. Speaker, I am very 
pleased to learn that the railroads and 
other carriers which are presently peti
tioning the Interstate Commerce Com
mission for authority to increase their 
freight rates and charges by 7 percent, 
·effective February 25, 1956, have, upon 
the request of the Commission, decided 
to postpone the effective date of their 
new tariffs until March 7, 1956, in order 
to give the Commission more time to 
study the testimony and render a deci
sion on this important problem. 

This latest request by the carriers is 
the fifth time during the last 10 years 
that they have petitioned for a general 
rate increase. Each of the prior requests 
has been granted in whole or in part. 
The present level of rates, resulting from 
such increases. is approximately 80 per
cent above the level of rates that were 
in effect on June 30, 1946. 

While I recognize that the carriers 
are entitled to just and reasonable rates, 
I believe that the shippers and the gen
eral public, which ultimately pays the 
freight, must also be protected. The 
only way to be sure that justice is done 
to all is to give the Interstate Commerce 
Commission all the time that it needs to 
weigh all the factors carefully, and to 
arrive at a decision that is fair to all 
parties concerned. At a later time, I 
expect to make a more complete state
ment on this subject. 

AERONAUTICAL RESEARCH FACIL
ITIES FOR NATIONAL ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE FOR AERONAUTICS 
Mr. VINSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that it may be in or
der on Monday, February 27, for the 
Committee on Armed Services to call up 
the bill <H. ~. 8675), to promote .the na
tional defense by authorizing the con
struction of aeronautical research facil
ities by the National Advisory Commit
tee for Aeronautics necessary to the ef
fective prosecution of aeronautical re
search; that general debate continue not 
to exceed 1 hour to be equally divided and 
controlled by the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. DURHAM] and the gentle
man from Missouri [Mr. SHORT]. 

Mr. ARENDS. Mr. Speaker, reserving 
the right to object, and I will not, as I un
derstand, this bill was before our com
mittee before a subcommittee headed 
by the gentleman from North Carolina. 
The bill has had ample consideration. 
It was unanimously reported by the full 
Committee on Armed Services. It is a'n 
important bill and certainly should be 
disposed of as quickly as possible. I am 
glad the gentleman has submitted this 
request for its consideration next Mon-
~~ . 

Mr. VINSON. I may say, Mr. Speaker, 
that I have discussed this matter with 
the chairman of the Rules Committee, 
and it is satisfactory to him that we sub
mit this request instead of going before 
the Rules Committee and obtaining a. 
rule. 

Mr. ARENDS. Mr. Speaker, I with
draw my reservation of objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Georgia? 

There was no objection: 

Mr. ABERNETHY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend my 
remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis
sissippi? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. ABERNETHY. Mr. Speaker, this 

is the year of decision for the TV A. 
The administration has sharply reduced 
appropriation requests for facilities nec
essary to have kept TV A in position to 
meet growing demands for power within · 
its area. This year the administration 
has demanded that TVA greatly increase 
amortization payments to the Treasury. 
This demand is fiscally unsound and is a 
breach of faith with the people of the· 
TVA area. 

The failure to request new appro
priations for additional facilities, which 
will soon be desperately needed, was 
based by this administration on the ex
pectation that in thiS' session of Con
gress provision would be made author
izing the TVA to issue its own bonds and 
thereby provide funds for additional fa
cilities without resource to the Public 
Treasury. 

I have long advocated that this be 
done, provided it is done in a way which 
would not artificially force up costs and 
hamstring the agency with redtape. 

At the outset I will say that by de
manding an abnormal increase in TV A's 
amortization payments to the Treasury, 
this administration is stripping the 
agency of resources which might be es
sential to the prompt and economical 
issuance of bonds. 

If this proves to be the case, on analy
sis, the administration again must be 
condemned for lack of good faith such 
as was· demonstrated in the ill-fated 
Dixon-Yates contrac,t. 

I wish to plead, however, that the Con
gress act with more speed in making 
provision for TVA self-financing. 

This Congress, as all Members are 
aware, has been working diligently. We 
are moving along in consideration of 
measures of major concern to the Con
gress and the Nation. Yet in the matter 
of TVA self-financing, it does not seem 
to me that we are making the progress 
hoped for or expected by the people of 
the Tennessee Valley area. 

This is an election year and as such 
it poses extra problems for Members. Af? 
is customary, every effort will be made by 
both Houses to perf arm work promptly 
and to adjourn at a relatively early date. 

· I fear that if we do not move more 
expeditiously with TV A matters, they 
may be left hanging fire, or in the rush 

-of final business we may not be able to 
give full attention and consideration to 
this matter which is of such deep concern 
to the people of my· district and the Ten
nessee Valrey. 

Some fears have been expressed that 
if additional facilities are provided, the 
TVA would somehow break out of its 
boundaries. This is not the case, and I 
do not think it ever will be~ 

What the people of my area wish to 
assure themselves of is a normal and 
natural growth in the TVA's ability to 
serve the growing pawer demands of its 
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,present area. Any doubt a.bout the abil· 
i ty of the TVA to do so would be a 
damper on the expansion of business, 
industry, and agriculture in the entire 
valley. 

This area has made rapid progress in. 
theJast l5 years. Much of it can be at
tributed to the abundance of power gen
erated by TVA. Economic growth of the 
valley has increased .its social stability 
remarkably. _I submit that .this has ·been 
good for the Nation as a whole. The es
tablishment of and economic stability in 
any _region strengthens the whole. In 
payment of Federal taxes alone, there 
has been a marked increase over the 
past decade and a half. 

For every passing day in which TV A is 
unable to meet the increasing needs for 
power, the growth of the valley is in
hibited just that much. In penalizing, or 
attempting to penalize, TVA for being 
the success that it has been, the real vic
tim is n-0t the TV A but the people of the 
Tennessee Valley. They are an indus
trious people. They are hard-working 
people. They are hopeful people. They 
are fine Americans. 

I can see no justification for saying to 
these people: "You may have no hope. 
You may make no plans for growth and 
progress. You must limit your indus
try:'' But, in failing to provide for the 
normally growing power needs of these 
people, that is just what we are doing. 

The people of my district and of the 
Tennessee ¥alley., having had experience 
with the TVA, have been and are now 
willing to support development projects 
for many other sections of the Nation. 
They believe in -progress. I ask the 
Members of this House to keep progress 
_going in the Tennessee Valley. -1 ask 
that we act promptly so that the people 
of my district and the entire Tennessee 
Valley may know what to expect and 
what to plan for. 

The passage of Public Law 369 during 
the closin_g days of the 1st session of the 
84th Congress removed for some annui
_tants a part of the inequities to which 
those who retired several years ago have 
been subjected, but it specifically ex
cluded .all those whose annuity increases 
under the law would, when added to-the 
then existing annuity, bring the total to 
$4,104 or more. H. R. 9473 proposes to 
eliminate this discriminatory feature of 
Public Law 369. 

Whenever the Congress determines 
that a cost-of-living increase is war
.ranted for .active employees in order 
that they may enjoy a decent standard 
of living, it is believed that in all fairness 
Congress should, at the same time, rec
ognize the plight of the aged, the sick, 
·and the disabled civil service retirees 
and grant them a similar increase. The 
principle has been recognized and ap
proved by industry and also by the Kap
lan committee. It has solid precedent 
in our Government, as it bas been f al
lowed for years by the Navy, Army, Air 
Force, Coast Guard, Marines, Public 
Health Service, and some other Govern
ment agencies. 

To remedy the foregoing deficiencies, 
H. R. 9473 accordingly includes the fol
lowing provisions for present retirees 
which are not in S. 2._875. A new section, 
as follows: 

(a) The annuity of any person who no-w is 
receiving an annuity from the civil-service 
retirement and disability fund shall be in
creased, effective on the first day of the sec
ond month following the eactment of -this 
act, by $100 plus $10 per each 2 full months 
elapsed between the commencing date of 
:the annuity and the date of enactment of 
this act; Provided such increases shall not 
in any case exceed $300. 

(b) The annuity of any person whose an
nuity was not increased by reason of the 
limitation contained in Public Law 369, 84t h 
Congress, 1st session, is increased effective 

-on the first day of the second month follow-
ing the enactment of this act, by .an amount 

REVISION OF CIVJL SERVICE in excess of $360; and the limitation in Pub
lic Law 369 is repealed as of the date of the 

RETIREMENT ACT enactment of this act. 
Mr. LESINSKI. Mr. Speaker, I ask (c) Section 8 of the Civil Service Retire-

unanimous consent to address the House ment Act of May 29, 1930, as amended, is 

f o_r 1 minute and to revise and extend amended by adding: "Annuities shall be ad-
... ,_, justed simultaneously with general adjust-

my remarks. ments in salaries of employees on the same 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to average percentage: Provided no annuitant's 

the re.quest of the gentleman from annuity shall be decreased by ~eason of this 
Michigan? ·amendment." 

There was no objection. (d~ The annuity of.an~ survivor (except as 
Mr. LESINSKI. Mr. Speaker, the bill, provided in subparagraph (e)) who on the 

date of the enactment of this act ls reeeiv
H. R. 9473, which I introduced yesterday ing or entitled ·to receive an annuity base.don 
embodies the provisions of S. 2875 intro- the service of an _annuitant shall be in
duced by the Ho.norable OLXN D. JOHN- creased by $80, effective on the first day of 
STON, chairman of the Senate Post Office the second month following the date of the 
and Civil Service Committee, and -0ther enactment of this act. 
similar bills. But those bills, which have (e) The annu.ity of any child who on the 
for a primary purpose a long-needed date of enactment of this act is receiving or 
overhauling of the Civil Service Retire- is entitled to receive an annuity based on the 

service of -a parent annuitant shall be in
ment Act. except for one or two very creased by $50,-effective on the first day .of the 
minor provisions, would not benefit pres- second month follow~ng the dat~ of the en
ent annuitants but only those who are -actment of this act: Provided th-e annuity of 
yet to retire. each such child shall not exceed $1,200 di-

The several ro11nds o! salary increases vlded by the number of children of such 
which .have occurred ·since 1948 have parent-annuitant then receivin_g annuity. 
already produced a wide and only par- It is fully recognized that the increases 
tially bridged gap in benefits between covered by H. R. _ 9473 will not nearly 
those who retired before that yea.r and - equalize the annuities of employees here
those who have retir.ed since. The enact- - tofore .retired with the annuities of eni
ment into law of the proyisions of S. 2875 ployees who will retire after January 1, 
as it stands would widen that gap. 1957, but it will, to _a degree, give them 

some deserved -consideration. A· consid
erable part of the salary deductions col
lected during their Government career 
from the employees already retired was 
in 100-cent dollars, and they are now 
being paid in 50-cent dollars. Unless 
there is a decided change in the future 
value of the dollar, these retired Govern
ment servants will continue to be paid 
in 50-cent dollars. 

Other provisio~s in H. R. 9473 ·which 
-are different from S. 2875 are as follows: 

Annuities are computed at present un
der a formula using the employee's aver
a_ge annual basic salary for any 5 con
secutive years. I believe the average 
salary period should be based on a 3-
year period rather than a 5-year period, 
-and I have so provided in my bill. 

Present law provides that certain em-
.Ployees whose duties are hazardous and 
involve primarily the investigation, ap
prehension, or detention of persons 
suspected or convicted of offenses 
against the Federal criminal laws may, 
at age 50 and with 20 years of service, 
elect to retire, subject to the recom
mendation of the agency head. This 
has been interpreted to include FBI 
agents, customs· agents, narcotic agents, 
port patrol officers, and so forth. s. 
2875 would include employees in the field 
service of the Bureau o(Prisons in this 
category. I have further broadened the 
provisions of this section to-include cus
toms inspectors whose duties I would 
classify as hazardous since these em
ployees are charged with the preventing 
of smuggling, and frequently apprehend 
known or suspected criminals, narcotics 
peddlers, and so forth. 

Under S. 2875 a reduction would he 
made in the ceiling on annuities from 
a maximum of 80 percent to 75 percent. 
I believe it should remain at 80 percent. 
It seems to me the reduction would be 
unfair to career employees with long 
service. 

Another provision in S. 2875 is that 
annuities shall not be assignable, either 
in law or equity, or be subject to execu
tion, levy, attachment, garnishment, or 
other legal process. My bill broadens 
this to include taxation. Employees pay 
income taxes on all their yearly earnings, 
including the amount deducted · from 
their salaries for the retirement fund. 
There is no reason why they should pay 
taxes again on the same money that they 
have put into the retirement fund. 
Therefore, I am suggesting a $3,000 limi
tation on which there will be no taxa
tion. Precedence for this has been es
tablished in the railroad retirement and 
social-security systems under which an
nuities, without limitation, are not sub
ject to taxation. 

LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM FOR NEXT 
WEEK 

Mr. ARENDS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Illi
nois? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. ARENDS. Mr. Speaker, I take 

this time fo.r the .Pur_pose of asking the 
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majority whip if he will kindly inform 
us as to the program for next week. 

Mr. ALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the distinguished minority whip for 
bringing this matter to the attention of 
the House at this time. 

Monday is District day, but there is no 
business on the District Calendar. On 
Monday, under the unanimous-consent 
agreement heretofore obtained, the bill 
<H. R. 8675) dealing with the National 
Advisory Committee for aeronautical 
equipment will be considered. 

On Tuesday House Resolution 356, 
concerning the Government Operations 
Committee, and H. R. 3383, the Colorado 
River storage project, will be called up 
for consideration. 

On Wednesday there will be a -joint 
meeting of the two Houses of Congress. 
The President · of Italy will be the guest 
of the Congress at that time. · 

Also on Wednesday, the bill H. R. 3383, 
the Colorado River storage project mat- 
ter will be further considered. 

On Thursday an appropriation bill for 
general Government matters for 1957 
will be considered. 

There is the usual reservation that 
conference reports may be brought up 
at any time. 

Any further p::-"gram will be an
nounced later. 

ELECTION TO COMMITTEE ON 
BANKING AND CURRENCY 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, I offer _a 
privileged resolution <H. Res. 404) and 
ask for its immediate consideration. 

· The Clerk read the resolutio·n, as fol
lows: 

Resolved, That ELMER J. HOLLAND, of Penn
sylvania, be, and he is hereby, elected a. 
member of the standing Committee of the 
House of Representatives on Banking and 
Currency. 

The resolution was agreed to, and a 
motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, I offer a 
privileged resolution <H. Res. 4-05) and 
ask for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution as fol
lows: 

Resolved, That JAMES C. HEALEY, of New 
York, be, and he is hereby, elected a mem
ber of the standing Committee of the House 
of Representatives on Banking and Cur
rency. 

The resolution was agreed to, and a 
motion to reconsider was laid· on the 
table. 

ARE WE LOSING A CONTINENT? 
Mr. TOLLEFSON. ·Mr. Speaker, I 

ask unanimous consent to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and ex
tend my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Washington? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. TOLLEFSON. Mr. Speaker, are 

we losing a continent? That is a ques
tion asked by Adm. Richard Byrd in an 
article published by hiril in January 
1954. He raised the question because, 
while other nations have been claiming 

parts or all of the Antarctic Continent, 
the United States has not. As he has 
put it: 

The rest of the world ha.s stuck their fin
ger in the Antarctic pie while Uncle Sam is 
still sucking his thumb. 

Yet, the United States has done more 
exploratory work in the Antarctic than 
all those other nations put together. 
Great Britain, Argentina, Chile, Aus
tralia, Norway, and France each have 
claimed parts. Russia has claimed all 
of it. She has sent a force to Antarctica 
to participate in the coming geophysical 
year activities. She. has already planted 
her flag on the continent and clearly in
dicates through publicity releases that 
she intends to press her claims. 

The Soviet action and statements have 
caused some concern in Great Britain. 
Dr: C. H. M. Waldock, professor of public 
international law at Oxford University, 
recently urged Britain to emphatically 
stake out her claims to the Antarctic be
fore Russia takes over. He disagreed 
with a Soviet claim that Russia had dis
covered Antarctica, and said that Britain 
should maintain its claims with "abso
lute distinctness." 

Argentina has zealously pressed her 
claims. In 1952, a group of Englishmen 
sailed toward the Palmer Peninsula, a 
750 mile toe which stretches up toward 
South America. As they approached 
the shore they were greeted by a volley 
of shots overhead. It was a warning not 
to land on Argentine territory. Three 
days later a 4-gun British Navy frigate 
appeared on the scene, and an Argentine 
apology followed. The incident pointed 
up the competing claims of Argentina 
and Britain. Palmer Peninsula was 
named after Nathaniel Palmer, a Yankee 
sealer who was credited with its discov
ery in 1821. But Britain, Argentina, and 
Chile claim it. The latter has buried 
her · claims under a military building 
constructed there. 

Antarctica is a continent of 6 million 
square miles of land-about as large as 
the United States and Europe combined. 
Glacial ice covers most of it except where 
the mountains rise above the .ice. On 
the fringes there are ice-free areas. Ad
miral Byrd found one oasis--a green 
valley protected by high cliffs. He saw 
fresh water mountain lakes warmed by 
ocean currents. 

Admiral Byrd is now on his fifth ex
pedition to the south polar region. 
Captain Finne Ronne and Lincoln Ells
worth are two other Americans who have 
done tremendous exploratory work 
there. The reports of these three in
trepid men indicate quite clearly that 
the frozen real ·estate at the bottom of 
the world is actually a storehouse of 
fabulous ric:Qes. Byrd says he saw a 
vein filled with enough coal to supply 
the whole world. He brought back to 
America evidence that invaluable de.;. 
posits of oil, copper, silver, molybdenum, 
iron, gold, and uranium lie beneath the 
ice waiting to be tapped. Atomic energy 
and new mining techniques can uncover 
these vast resources. 

Mr. Speaker, in addition to the valua
ble resources in the Antarctic, which 
could be made available to us when those 
in the "Qnited States become depleted~ 

there is the strategic value of that re
gion to be considered. It could serve as 
a possible na. val or airplane base in the 
.future. Admiral Byrd has. said that if 
the Panama Canal were knocked .out in 
some emergency then naval and com
mercial vessels would be compelled to 
sail around the southern tip of South 
America. It would be vitally important 
then to have the control of the Palmer 
Peninsula in our own or friendly hands·. 

Mr. Speaker, it seems imperative that 
we delay no longer in asserting our 
claims to that portion or portions of 
Antarctica -where we have concentrated 
our exploratory efforts. -The National 
Security Council fully. realizes the stra_;. 
tegic imp0rtance of that region. Con
gress should act at an early date upon 

·my ~easure, House Joint Resolution 25, 
which would declare our ·sovereignty 
over those areas. CongreS.s as far back 
as about 1830 has authorized expeditions 
to the Antarctic. Whenever the subject 
of pressing our claims have arisen the 
State Department has stated that it 
would not act without congressional di
rection. But Congress has always failed 
to act. I think it should act now-in this 
session. There is no question of colo
nialism or imperialism involved. There 
are no people yet living in Antarctica-
only penguins. I hope the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, to which my bill has 
been referred, will hold early hearings 
upon it. 

. IRRIGATION AND POWER PROJECTS 
IN FOREIGN COUNTRIES 

Mr. - MILLER of Nebraska. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad• 
dress the House for 1 minute and to re
vise and extend my remarks. 

· The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ne
braska? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. Mr. 

Speaker, today I will insert in the CON
GRESSIONAL RECORD the complete in
formation relative to the number of irri
gation and power projects this country 
is sponsoring in foreign lands. The REC
ORD will show there are 139 projects in 
32 foreign countries. The International 
Cooperation Administration, which is a 
continuation of the Mal'.shall plan and 
the FOA, sent me a report which shows 
that from April :;, 1948, to March . 31, 
1955, we were obligated to spend $288,-

. 600,000 on projects in Europe, the Far 
- East, the Near East, Africa; and South 

Asia. 
I know some of my colleagues hesitate 

- to suppart irrigation or power projects in 
· our own country. They, at the same 

time, do not hesitate to support similar 
projects all over the world. Some of 
these projects are in areas whose names 
not only mystify, but defy pronuncia
tion. It is my opinion that $288 million 
plus for these projects is just the begin
ning. When a project is once started, it 
must be completed. This will take a 
good many millions more of the taxpay
ers' dollars. I have never voted for this 
giveaway program, which to date has 
drained the taxpayers of about $50 
billion. 
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·1 do hope my colleagues will be toler

ant when the upper Colorado River 
"Project comes up for consideration .next 
week. I hope they will be tolerant and 
understanding when other good recla
mation and power projects are pr~s_ented 
for their consideration. -In my opinion 
these projects are nothing _more than an 
investment in the resources of this coun
try. They repay every dollar which is 
invested in them. On the contrary the 
Foreign Aid reclamation and power 
projects pay back not one penny. In 
some countries they help to produce the 
very crops that are in surplus here at 
home. It makes it impossible for us to 
-support our agricultural products. In 
many of the 32 foreign countries, the 
good will of this country ls at its lowest 
ebb, in spite of all the dollars pou:Fed into 
these foreign lands. I commend a read
ing of the report which I will insert in 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

SENATQR_pAUL DOUGLAS OP.POSES 
UPPER COLORADO RIVER PROJEC.T 

Mr. HOSMER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revjse and extend 
my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request ef the gentleman from Cali
fornia? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. HOSMER. Mr. Speaker, one of 

the distinguished .Member.s of this body 
just a few moments ago asked your 
favorabie consideration of the upper 
Colorado scheme. I would ask the 
Members also in their .dellberations to 
consider the statements of a member of 
the other body, a distinguished· econ
omist, Cenator PAUL DoXJGLAS, who de
scribes it .as a lavish, extravagant, and 
unjustified program, and stated his op
position to it on the basis that, "This 
'Project is not good for the N~tion. That 
is why I oppose it.'' . 

Other elucidating statements made 
by Senator DouGLAS during debate on the 
project April 20 last year in the other 
body include the following: 

The area covered by this bill is the worst 
place in the -country at which to develop 
hydroelectric power. -* • • 

The cost of installing power capacity in 
the area covered _by this bill "'.ill be over 
$500 per kilowatt, or 4 to _ 5 times the cost 
on the Tennessee River, and more than '5 
times the cost of most dams on the Columbia 
River. • • • 

If we were to pick out one of the worst 
places in the United States at which to erect 
a public power project, we would pick out 
this one. • • • 

I doubt that this sum-the appropriation 
for power-will be paid out, for power from 
coal oil and shale oil ln this region can 
probably be produced at the same or a lower 
cost. Furthermore what about atomic 
energy? Will not that be ready for use in 
60 years? 

• • • so if we add the hidden interest 
costs, which will amount to more than $1,-
100,000,000, the cost-of the irrigation features 

-will come to more than $2 billion and the 
-total cost of an features to probably close 
to $3 billion or more. 

The average cost of construction, let alone 
interest, for the -project_ as a -whole would 
be $952 an acre • • • if we include interest, 
the cost per acre will be .$2,142. The .cost 

ior the central Utah project with inter.est 
will be $3,953. These are fantastic 'figures. 
The most fertile land 1n the country • • • 
is not worth more than $600 or $7_00 an acre:. 
Here we are proposing -to spend more than 
$2,000 an acre for land w.hich, when fully 
·irrigated, will not be worth more than $i50 
an acre. On a big project, we will be spend
ing approximately $4,000 an acre. 

We must remember that these irrigation 
projects are not in low altitudes • • • (at 
which) the average temperature is high and 
the growing season long. They are, instead, 
in the mountains, at altitudes from 4,500 
to 7;500 feet, where the growing season is 
short, -where the winters are long, and where 
the crops produced wm be, by the admission 
of the proponents of this bill, primarily 
-alfalfa, hay, and some corn, for the feeding 
of livestock. These are costs which cannot 
be borne. Irrigation can better be used to 
put water on the more fertile land of the 
Midwest to raise the yields per acre there. 
This would be at a very low cost instead of 
at the astronomical costs of this _project. 

• • • who then will pay for this ·gigantic 
-project? The interest -is forgiven, and borne 
by the -taxpayer. Eighty-five percent of the 
principal is not to be _paid by those who own 
the land, but 'is <Supposedly to be -saddled 
on the power -revenues. If we examine the 
costs and the ·power revenues, -we find t hat 
it would be almost impossible for the power 
system to earn the ·money necessaxy to 
meet the 85 percent of direct irrigation 
costs. • -• • 

This is a lavish, extravagant, unjustified 
-program. 

MISUSE OF WELFARE AND UNION 
FUNDS 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous- consent to 
address the House for 1 minute, to revise 
and extend my remarks, and to include 
a magazine article. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Michigan? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. HOFFMAN of Mi9higan. Mr. 

Speaker, an article in the current March 
6 issue of Look stresses the necessity of 
legislation which will prevent .the em
bezzlement and misuse of welfare funds 
collect_ed from employers, ·dues and other 
.funds collected from employees. 

The management of Look should be 
universally commended, especially by the 
officers of uniuns and those who are in
terested in union welfare, for giving wide 
_publicity to the activities of a few dis
honest extortionists and racketeers. 
Some are graphically exposed by Clark 
Mollenhoff and Fletcher Knebel of Look'.s 
Washington bureau. Both Mr. Knebel 
and Mr. Mollenhoff are well-known fact
finders, whose exf)Ose in this issue of 
Look is documented and factual. 

Unless the warning conveyed in the 
current issue of Look is heeded, money 
contributed by employers to a trust fund 
to be used only for the welfare of em
·ployees -will continue to be embezzled, 
wasted, and misspent by individuals who 
should not go unwhipped of justice. 

Unless the public, alerted by this and 
..similar articles, insists upon remedial 
legislation, union dues and special as.
sessments arbitrar!Iy taken from the 
employee's pay ·,eheck will be used to ad
vance the political :ambitions of union 
officers who do not represent the rank 
and file of organized labor. 

The article to which reference is made 
l'eads as follows: 

CAN BIG LABOR C.LEAN HOUSE? 

(By Fletcher Knebel and Clark Mollenhofr) 
On the crisp December day fast year 

when the AFL and CIO were married, some 
members of the wedding -_arrived for the 
ceremony only one step ahead of the sheri1f. 

Fifteen million workers entered the new 
temple of labor. At their head walked 
68,000 local leaders. .Most of these men came 
in the honored tradition of trade-unionism, 
but some came in the name of power and 
plunder. What .distressed -those who de
sired a bright future for the new AFL-CIO 
was not that a minority had come with un
clean hands, but that .:nobody challenged 
them at the door. 

For 2 years before the merger of the AFL 
and CIO, congressional investigators had 
spread upon the record a story tha,t should 
have shamed every 'honest champion of 
labor. 

Local union chiefs had played fast and 
loose with health and welfare funds. One 
insurance pool was looted of $1 million. 
Bombings, beatings, and -vandalism beat a 
tattoo on the jukeboxes of the Midwest. 
Men who dared risk the wrath of labor thugs 
had their faces smashed. 

The cynical self-interest of some labor 
bosses was bared to public view. Some 
claimed the fifth amendment privilege before 
congressional committees on 1ihe handling of 
funds of their own union members. Others 
got rich while paying lip service to the work
ingman. One leader bought diamond rings 
with union money and -gave them to fellow 
labor bosses. 

The handling of the $11 bUlion worth of 
.new union-welfare insurance became a big 
business. In some places, it also became a 
big _racket, spawning kickbacks, exorbitant 
commissions to _pals of union chiefs and lu
crative undercover deals that were cloaked 
from rank-and-file union members. In some 
locals, corruption rode into office with allies 
of the underworld. 

The big issue with some labor czars was 
not how to boost the wages of the men, but 
how to keep themselves out of the clutches of 
the internal-revenue agents. 

The stench :finally became so great in one 
union, the International Longsh_oremen's As
sociation, that George Meany, then president 
of the old AFL, booted that crime-ridden or.
ganization out of the AFL. But in the shad
ows of that ex;pulsion, many officers of other 
unions who had battened an the wages of 
labor went unchastised and unrebuked by 
their superiors in the bureaucracy oi labor. 

From ·outside 'the big AFL-CIO merger, 
white-crested John L. Lewis, president of the 
United Mine Workers, bellowed a warning to 
.his union contemporaries that human jack
als were feeding on these welfare funds. 

The new labor merger took account of the 
mounting criticism. It urged Congress to 
provide criminal penalties for officers wh-o 
tamper with union-welfare funds or fail to 
fl.le :financial reports. It also denounced dis
honest, corrupt, unethic.al conduct by union 
leaders and established a committee on 
ethical practices. 

Al J. Hayes, president of the International 
:Association of Machinists, neads the new five
man committee on ethical practices, which 
went to work early this year under wide au
thority to investigate racketeering and cor-
·ruption. · -

·The big question is not w-hat the commit
tee will find, but what it will do about it . 
Thus f-ar, precious little ha;s been done, La
bor's hierarchy finds it easy to pass the buck. 
As a sample, the 1,250,000-member Brother
'hood of Teamsters, largest union in the AFL
CIO, has been pockmarked with crime and 
terror, but President Dave Beck has failed to 
"'lll.ove against the culprits. 



3204 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD - HOUSE February 23 
When AFir-CIO President George Meany 

was asked on a CBS-TV panel show if he had 
delivered Beck an ultimatum to cleanse his 
union, Meany demurred. "We do not have 
an FBI,'' he said. "We do not have an in
vestigating department. We don't have that 
kind of money. The job of cleaning these 
things up is in the hands of the inter
national union. They are supposed to watch 
these things!' 

One place where these things have been 
watched is Congress. Here, from the hear
ings and reports of Senate and House in
vestigative committees, are glimpses of nine 
men of labor who remained uncensured 
months after their public testimony: 

Eugene C. (Jimmy) James, secretary
treasurer, Laundry Workers International 
Union: 

Senator IRVING M. IVES. "Is there any ques
tion that we can possibly ask you here, the 
answer to which will not incriminate you?" 

Mr. JAMES. "I respectfully refuse to an
swer the question on the ground that the 
answer may tend to incriminate me." 

Jimmy James may have set a record for 
reluctant witnesses before the Senate sub
committee on welfare and pension plans, 
headed by Senator PAUL H. DOUGLAS, Demo
crat, of Illinois. He invoked the fifth 
amendment no less than 229 times at one 
hearing. He even refused to answer when 
asked his union connection. 

The big question was a $1 million one: A 
total of $1,008,500 had disappeared in 4 years 
from money collected to buy insurance pre
miums for the laundry workers. Through an 
intricate system of financial juggling, much 
of the money, according to Senate investi
gators, went through the hands of Louis B. 
Saperstein, a favored Newark, N. J., insurance 
broker, and wound up in a bank account 
controlled by the handsome, well-tailored 
Jimmy James. 

Seldom has a Senate committee's official 
report used such words as "embezzled" and 
"looted," the verbs attached to the shrunken 
insurance pool of the laundry workers. "It is 
equally clear," declared ';he Douglas sub
committee, "that through James and/ or Sap
erstein $900,000 in premiums and $82,500 in 
special service fees, and $26,000 in proceeds 
of the local - 46 hotel-division funds were 
embezzled." 

The report also stated that "James, who 
did not have any direct connection with the 
welfare fund, must bear the ultimate blame 
for having looted it of substantial money 
rightfully belonging to the beneficiaries, his 
own fellow uniori members." 

Jimmy James had come a long way since 
the day, 15 years ago, when he was running 
a· Detroit pool hall at a loss. He had bulled 
his way up through the echelons of pro
fessional labor organizers with obvious profit. 
Today, he can afford a. limousine, a 10-room 
ranch house on 35 acres near Wheaton, Ill., 
6 horses in the corral and a fine wardrobe 
of suits with matching accessories. 

Jimmy James was cited by the United 
States Senate for contempt. He still serves 
as secretary-treasurer of the laundry work
ers. President Sam J. Byers made no move 
to unseat him. In fact, Byers missed the 
hearing on his union's welfare fund. A 
doctor's certificate excused him from ap
pearing. 

Angelo Inciso, president, Local 286, UAW 
( AFL) , Chicago: 

Senator PAUL H. DotrGLAS. What was the 
purpose of thlll trip? 

Mr. IMCISO. I went to Europe to see how 
the living conditions were and also to aee 
how the situation was. 

Senator DoUGLAS. In other words, you were 
oonducting a-

Mr. INCISO. Goo-d-will tour. 
Senator DouGLAs. T-o whom were y-0u 

spreading good wm? -
Mr. INCUIO. Myself. 
From a general account containing regu

la.l' union '1ues and asaessmenbi, as well as 

health- and welfare-insurance funds, the 
42-year-old Chicago labor boss financed a 
$3,400 tour of EUrope. Inciso lived high on 
the hog from the union contributions of 
his 3,500 members. What's more, he had no 
apologies to make to nosy Senators. "I fight 
for them to get them the best of every
thing, and I am sure that when I travel 
they should give me the best of everything,'' 
he said. Inciso apparently felt, however, 
that this mutual regard was not shared uni
versally. He arrived for the hearing with 
two bodyguards, who were requested to check 
their firearms at the door. 

His lush junkets on union funds included 
trips to South America, with stopovers in 
Jamaica and Mexico; and to Puerto Rico, 
EUrope, and California. Inciso insisted that 
these trips were on union business, but Sen
ator DoUGLAs told Inciso's superior: "The 
only conclusion we can draw is that they 
are pleasure junkets paid for by relatively 
low-paid workers." Inciso also sought relax
ation in a $45-a-day hotel suite_ in Las Vegas. 

From the $350,000 to $400,000 a year that 
pours into his union pools, Inciso dispenses 
largesse to friends as freely as to himself. 
When a Chicago employer ran low on cash, 
Inciso loaned him $40,000. He believes he 
gave one $1,200 "gent's diamond ring" and 
another $1,100 "gent's diamond ring" to of
ficials of the teamsters' union. Reason: 
."When you are on strike, it is wonderful to 
have friends who will • • • help you • • • 
and the teamsters • • • have done me 
many such favors." Incise bought $360 
diamond money clips from union funds, gave 
one to a teamsters' official and another to an 
attorney. 

From his expensive trips abroad, Inciso 
always returned with an enormous love for 
the United States, despite past convictions 
for bootlegging and thievery. "Conditions 
are so terrible,'' said Angelo, of South 
America, "that I tried to forget it." 

Inciso is not the only one who manages to 
forget his trips and easy spending of union 
funds. The president of the AFL Inter
national Union of United Automobile Work
ers of America, Earl Heaton, has yet to de
mand that Inciso give an accounting of his 
personal welfare. 

N. Louis (Babe) Triscaro, president, Ex
cavating and Building Materials Local 436, 
Teamsters Union, Cleveland: 

Representative CLARE HOFFMAN. "Did you 
report the $200 a week, for example, as ad
ministrator of the welfare fund?" 

Mr. TRrscARO: "I refuse to answer on the 
ground it may tend to incriminate me." 

Babe Triscaro ruled as boss of a welfare 
fund for his union. He told the House Anti
racketeering Subcommittee that he set aside 
15 percent of these collected moneys for "ad
ministration." From this administrative 
budget, he promoted the welfare of his 
teamsters 1:µ curious ways-with the ap
proval of union executives, he testified. 

He spent $430 for cases of whisky as 
Christmas gifts to fund officials and gave 
them $96 worth of fight tickets. He also 
anted up $250 for a Bill Presser testimonial 
dinner. Luncheons, baseball tickets, and 
raffle chances fiowed from the insurance 
pool's "administration." 

In 2 years, Triscaro's local collected $790,-
000 for welfare, but under his rule, only 
about 20 percent had been used to buy in
surance premiums for the workers. 

What was he doing with the remainder? 
The Babe said he intended to build a clinic 
as a monument to himself. 

"There 1s people," he said, "that axe wor
ried about their families. There is people 
that want to get them free benefits and have 
those benefits for a fact. And I felt that it 
would have ·been a sort ot monument to me 
and the papers would have to throw ftowers 
at me instead of dirt as they have been doing 
for the last 23 or 24 years. So I felt that it 
would be a monument to me and my mem
ber$hfp .. " 

As ·for his own income during the years 
when the welfare of .his members nestled so 
close to his heart, Triscaro invoked a brand 
of welfare for himself and sought refuge 
behind the fifth amendm~nt when ques
'tioned about matters in his income-tax 
returns. 

Triscaro still rules his union roost; Presi
dent Dave Beck of the International Team
sters has made no move to dislodge him. 

Edward J. Gallagher, president, Pointers, 
Cleaners & Calkers Union, Local No. 52, 
Chicago. 

Senator GORDON ALLOTr: "And there ls no 
appeal to any person from your decision as to 
how funds shall be spent?" . 

Mr. GALLAGHER: "No, sir." 
Ed Gallagher operated one of the fanciest 

vanishing union welfare funds of our era, a 
hearing before a Senate subcommittee on 
welfare and pension funds indicated. A 
7Yi-cent-per-hour levy on employers yielded 
the Pointers, Cleaners & Calkers' welfare 
fund $215,752 in 4 years. At the end of that 
period, the fund had shriveled to $7,339, with 
hardly a scrap of documentary evidence to 
show that union members had received any 
benefits from it. Part of the money was 
transferred by check into the union's "de
fense" fund, whence it went out on drafts 
which were cashed in spots ranging from a 
Chicago bar and grill to a Florida motel. 

Gallagher stoutly maintained that he 
doled out the cash in "welfares" to mem
bers who needed it -for ailments, births, 
funerals, etc. But he admitted he had scant 
written proof to show the nature of the wel
fare. Even his attorney, Nathan Cohen, con
ceded that Senators might properly term 
Gallagher's method of operation: "How Not 
To Operate a Welfare Fund." 

Endorsements on some of the checks 
seemed to indicate transactions far from 
the realm of hospitals and clinics: a $1,166 
repair bill for Gallagher's ne'w Cadillac; a 
$347.07 check to an airline for tickets to 
Miami; a $1,700 payment on a Chrysler- for 
a. union official. 

One .$500 check through a furrier was ex
plained by G allagher as probably a 10-week 
disab111ty payment to a member who used it 
to buy something for a "sweetheart" or 
"whatever you might call it." 

The Senators were not impressed by Gal
lagher's protest of virtue in connection with 
the vanishing welfare fund. Their report 
concluded "that a great portion of the wel
fare fund and, for that matter, the other fund 
created by deductions from employees' wages 
went to the benefit of Gallagher." 

The Bricklayers, Masons, and Plasterers In
ternational Union, presided over by Harry c. 
Bates, has taken no action on Ed Gallagher 

-of its Chicago affiliate. 
Anthony Doria, international secretary

treasurer, UAW (AFL). 
Mr. DORIA: "I think labor representatives 

today are entitled to the position they hold." 
Senator DOUGLAS: "To diamond rings?" 
Mr. DORIA: "If the man sitting across the 

table from me wears a diamond ring, I think 
I am entitled to the same thing. I represent 
my people on the same level." 

President Angelo Inciso's fast and loose 
spending of union funds ·of a local under 
Doria's jurisdiction troubled the interna
tional secretary-treasurer not a whit. In 
fact, he was at pains to explain to investi
gating Senators that a new day of plush 
comfort had downed for labor leaders. Di
version of money collected for the benefit of 
the rank and file to the high living of union 
officials received his tacit approval. He de
clined to plunge into the i-cy water of ethics. 

Senator DOUGLAS denounced as highly im
proper, if not illegal, the practi-ce of expen
sive junkets from union funds by the men 
entrusted . with . the money. Doria belleved 
DoUGLAS had missed the point. 

"Senator, to the contrary," he said. ''It 
ia expenditures such as these that expand 
the horizon ot la.bar lead-ers to · the point 
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where they can more adequately compete 
with what ~s sitting across the table from 
them that has been doing this for 100 years." 

This · attitude toward the custodians of 
these funds has brought no public repri
mand from Doria's immediate superior, Earl 
Heaton, international president of the AFL 
auto workers. 

William Presser, president, Ohio Confer
ence of Teamsters. 

Representative CLARE E. HOFFMAN: "Didn't 
you withdraw from the Cleveland Trust Co. 
during 1952 something like $46,829.88?" 

Mr. PRESSER. "I refuse to answer that ques
tion on the grounq it may tend to incriminate 
me." 

In the course of one session before a House 
antiracketeering subcommitte, headed by 
Representative GEORGE H. BENDER, Republi
can, of Ohio, Presser used that phrase or its 
equivalent 55 times, even refusing to answer 
the simple inquiry as to what compensation 
he received from his teamsters' union. 

Presser is lord of a jukebox and cigarette
vending machine empire that sprawls over 
northern Ohio. The nickels and quarters 
yield a rich harvest. A typical location for 
a vending machine is valued at $300. In 
1953, Presser _was fined $1,500 on a Federal 
charge of conspiring to create a monopoly in 
the candy and. cigarette business. 

A criminal record is no bar to employment 
under Presser. According to witnesses and 
the report of the Bender subcommittee, this 
is the pattern of operations in Presser's do
main: Employers are forced to join the 
union. Operators outside the association 
risk stench-bombings, beatings, picketings, 
and wrecked machines. Distributors who 
sell to operators on the union blacklist learn 
what enforcement means. One distributor 
who tried it was bombed 2 days later. An
other operator who was stench-bombed 3 
times now carries a .38 for protection. 

Although Presser disclaimed liability for 
violence in his territory, the subcommittee 
found that it "must of necessity be the re
sponsibility of Presser." More than a year 
has passed since the congressional report, 
but International President Dave Beck of the 
teamsters has taken no action on Presser. 

Paul .Dorfman, secretary-treasurer, local 
20467, Waste Material· Handlers' Union, 
Ch~cago: . 

William F. McKenna, general counsel of 
House Committee on Government Opera
tions: 

Mr. MCKENNA. "Mr. Dorfman, do you re
port part of the income of the Union Insur
ance Agency of Illinois on your returns as 
personal income each year?" 

Mr. DORFMAN: "I decline to answer the 
question. The answer might tend to in
criminate me." 

House investigators received 70 similar 
answers from Paul Dorfman. Most of the 
investigative interest centered about Dorf
man's connection with the Union Insurance 
Agency of Illinois, which handled lucrative 
union welfare-fund accounts of the Union 
Casualty and Life Insurance Company of 
Mount Vernon, N. Y. 

Dorfman admitted that his wife Rose and 
his son Allen were partners in Union In
surance, but declined to answer questions 
about his wife's cut of the profits. How
ever, a committee investigator presented a 
breakdown. It showed that in fiscal 1952, 
Allen Dorfman got $31,000 or one-fourth of 
the net profits, while Rose Dorfman re
ceived three-fourths, or $94,000. The fol
lowing year, the investigator said, they split 
the net profits 50-50, or $118,500 for each. 

<:Jommissions .and expenses received by 
the agency in a 4-year period totaled $791,
ooo; according to the investigators, the bulk 
of it in connection with two teamsters' wel
fare funds and a fund of local 1031 of the 
electrical workers. 

Paul Dorfman . testified he knew both 
James Hoffa of the teamsters and Frank 
Darling of the electrical workers, but de-

clined to answer when asked if he discussed 
insurance with them. , 

Allen Dorfman, the son, invoked the fifth 
amendment 64 times while appearing before 
the House committee. · 

Paul Dorfman still rules as secretary
treasurer of the Waste Material Handlers' 
Union, which operates on a direct charter 
from American Federation of Labor head
quarters. President George Meany has taken 
no action in the matter. 

James R. Hoffa, vice president, Brother
hood of Teamsters; 

WILLIAM F. MCKENNA: "How many Cadil
lacs do your business agents use?" 

Mr. HOFFA: "Well, I'll tell you, we have, let's 
see, in our particular local union I guess 
maybe about 11 Cadillacs, or 12. We have 
a couple of Fords and maybe a Mercury. 
• • * We change them every year.'' 

When Jimmy Hoffa, labor's little Napoleon, 
meets one of his teamsters, he likes to fling 
a "Hiyuh, capitalist!" greeting. As a servant 
of the workingman, Hoffa has become quite 
a capitalist himself. His individual and 
family ventures show no lack of vision. . 

· They included, according to testimony be
for a House Subcommittee on Welfare Funds 
and Labor Racketeering, headed by Repre
sentative WINT SMITH, Republican, of Kan
sas, an outfit known as Test Fleet, Inc., 
which leased equipment to a company haul
ing automobiles. Hoffa's wife and Mrs. 
Owen Bert Brennan, wife of another Detroit 
teamster official, established the business for 
$4,000. Within 4 years, the subcommittee 
said, it had returned tpe ladies $62,000 in 
dividends, although their only worlt was to 
ask that a dividend be declared now and 
then. 

Hoffa said he owned a $10,000 chunk of 
Northwestern Oil Co. in North Dakota. 
Others with a $10,000 interest included an 
officer and an agent of the insurance com
pany which held the teamsters' welfare-in
surance business, with a fat profit for the 
company. 

Other past Hoffa enterprises were half of 
a $25,000 stock interest in a realty company, 
a share of the Columbus Trotting Associa
tion, which operated a racetrack, and a 
$3,500 share of Jack-0-Lantern Lodge, a Wis
consin girls' camp. Other investors in the 
girls' camp included insura~ce agents for the 
firm that handled the teamsters' welfare ac
count. Hoffa also said he lost $20,000 in a 
"little syndicate" that included a brewery. 

.For a time, J.IJ,[rs. Hoffa drew $100 a week 
on the payroll of the jukebox local in De
troit, but never went near the office. Hoffa 
said this was really a method to repay him 
money he loaned to the union. 

At the time House investigators quizzed 
him in 1953, Hoffa also swore that he owed 
more than $38,000 to individuals, although 
none of the sums were formalized in notes 
or other evidence of intention to repay. 

House probers were interested in Hoffa's 
capitalistic ventures primarily because some 
of them involved mutual investments with 
Dr. Leo Perlman, head of Union Casualty 
and Life, and Allen Dorfman, head of Union 
Insurance Agency, which handled huge 
teamster welfare funds under Hoffa's influ
ence. Hoffa said he received no money · for 
swinging the insurance to the Dorfmans and 
Perlman, but he insisted on his right to draw 
a normal profit from joint business enter
prises with 'these same people. 

Hoffa, twice convicted of labor-law viola
tions, still retains his official teamster posi
tions. International President Dave Beck 
has made no move to oust him. Some people 
think Beck couldn't--that Hoffa has more 
power than Beck. 

M. Frank Darling, President and business 
manager, Local 1031, Brotherhood of Elec
trical Workers, Chicago: 

Representative PHIL M. LANDRUM: "You 
think he just paid you $42,000 to have his 
name spread out over the air?" · 

Mr. DARLING: "i: think he felt the adver
tising for a new company competing against 
older companies for insurance, and particu
larly advertising that would reach factory 
workers that he was trying to reach, that he 
thought it was worth it." 

!n addition to his chores for the Chicago 
electrical workers' local, Frank Darling hi;i,d 
active financial dealings of his own. 

One of them was an 80-percent interest in 
a short-lived girls' baseball league. For one 
team, he obtained a $42,000 sponsor, Allen 
Dorfman's Illinois agency. In return, the 
girls advertised the insurance firm on their 
uniforms. What interested House investiga-· 
tors in this deal was the fact that Dorfman's 
agency handled the rich welfare fund of · 
Darling's Local 1031 of the electrical workers, 
which in 4 years paid premiums totaling 
$2,500,000. In 4 years, Allen Dorfman's com
missions on the deal totaled $250,000, the 
Smith subcommittee reported. Dorfman's 
partner in the agency was his mother. 

Admiral Corp., which e.mployed five or 
six thousand members of Darling's union, 
also anted up $20,000 for sponsorship of one 
of Darling's girl baseball teams. The Smith 
subcommittee noted that girl baseball was 
a "personal enterprise of Union President 
Darling" and "totally unrelated" to collective 
bargaining between the company and Dai:
ling's union. 

Darling's union offi~ sweetened his finan
cial life in other directions. He received 
commissions from a furniture and appliance 
store which gave discounts to his union 
members. He received about $1,000 in 1952 
from check-cashing companies which cashed 
paychecks of his union members at a profit. 
Darling said he arranged with company offi
cials to permit the check cashers to park 
outside the plant's gates. 

If some of Darling's ventures seemed to 
indicate a conflict of interest,. officials at 
international headquarters were not dis
turbed. Neither the late Internatlonal 
President J. Scott Milne nor his successor, 
Gordon M. Freeman, made any move to oust 
or censure Darling. 

These are but nine men of labor. There 
are scores of other Pressers, Dorfm.ans, Gal
laghers, and Jameses ruling unions through
out the land. Some have been investigated 
by Congress, Others have not. The question 
before labor's new house is what the Hayes 
committee on ethical practices will do about 
them. 

COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE 
Mr. MATTHEWS. Mr. Speaker, I 

ask unanimous consent that the Com
mittee on Agriculture have until mid
night tonight to file a report on the 
bill, H. R. 8750. . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle
man from Florida? 

There was no objection. 

TREE PLANTING ON SURPLUS 
CROPLANDS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
. previous order of the House, the gentle
man from Florida [Mr. SIKES] is recog
nized for 20 minutes. 

Mr. SIKES. Mr. Speaker, in 1949, l6 
of my distinguished colleagues in the 
House from both sides of the aisle joined 
me in introducing legislation to provide 
cooperative forest management advice 
and assistance to farmers and other 
owners of small woodlands. The pro
posed bill became law in 1950 and now 
some 270 technically trained foresters 
are employed by 41 States which are 
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copperatin~ with our · Federal Fores.t 
Service in this woodl~d management 
endeavor. Each year now some 30,00~ 
.small owners _are h~lped to do a better 
job of growing, harv.esting. and market
ing their tree crop. 

Mr. Speaker, the tree crop is one that 
is not in surplus. It never has been in 
surplus. A recent review of our timber 
resource status for the next 50 years in
dicates increasing needs for the products 
of our forests-particularly pulp and 

· paper products. We know that there 
are some 60 million acres of denuded, 
overcut and depleted forest land in need 
of regeneration to trees. Tree plant
ing is therefore truly a subject of grea~ 
importance and of national interest. 

We are fortunate today that the gen
eral public, and more particularly ow· 
farmers, realize that trees can be used 
for many purposes. Tree seedlings can 
be planted on open lands, grown for a 
various number of years,. harvested for 
pulpwood or lumber, or just left to grow 
as insurance against a time when na
tional needs in an emergency may re
quire huge quantities of wood and cel
lulose derivatives such as were required 
in World War II. . 

In the proposals to create a national 
soil bank there are millions of acres of 
surplus croplands which can be planted 
to trees. However, the farmer who di
verts such land needs Federal aid in the 
form of tree seedlings and technical help 
to get them planted and tended for the 
several years it takes to establish the 
new plantation. There are many such 
acres in the South that can be diverted 
to trees, for whatever period de~irable, 
then if conditions demand, the better 
acres could be converted back to the 
growing of crops. 

Mr. Speaker, the bill I am introducing 
today will make it possible to give farm
ers the tree seedlings needed to plant 
open lands that have been declared sur
plus for the growing of crops. The bill 
also provides the additional technical 
forest management assistance necessary 
to insure a .good job of planting and care 
of the seedlings being done by the farm
er. It will help get surplus croplands in 
the South into trees; it will do this· same 
job anywhere in the Nation where in
centives are needed to get the tree plant
ing job on diverted acres underway. 

·one feature of the bill calls for the 
State forestry commissions to appoint 
a county forestry or tree planting com
mittee to act as an advisory group to 
counsel with the other State and Federal 
agencies in the counties in the prepara
tion of a coordinated tree planting plan. 

Since there are some 90 forest tree 
nurseries now being operated by 43 States 
in cooperation with the United States 
Forest Service, a local county advisory 

·group familiar with tree planting pro
cedures as to the procurement of seed
lings will be essential to help plan and 
carry out' the tree planting activities at 
the county level. 

Mr. Speaker, the planting of forest 
tree seedlings on· designated surplus 
croplands is a sound idea. It would not 

· solve the problem of huge crop surpluses 
now on hand, but it will help 'to 'prevent 
the further accumulation of these sur
pluses. 

It is my hope that the Congress will 
give serious attention to this matter of 
the careful and calculated use of trees 
in any program of Federal aid and as,
sistance to farmers in the wise .use of. 
their surplus cropland. Land in a na
tional soil bank that is put to work grow
ing trees will be a capital investment that 
will produce attractive annual interest 
rates. Well stocked forests return up to 
15 percent per year interest on the in
vestment. At the same time the land 
will be protected from deterioration 
while growing a crop that never has been 
in surplus. 

I feel that sound and substantial prog
ress is being made in the great field of 
forestry conservation and improvement 
in the United states. We are fortunate 
in having an able and dedicated Forest 
Service. It is headed by Richard E. Mc
Ardle, one of the greatest foresters this 
Nation has produced. He is joined in 
this work by an outstanding corps of 
capable and conscientious experts on 
forestry. The Nation is fortunate also 
in the caliber of the State foresters who 
are spearheading effective work in their 
respective States. Representative of 
this group are Joseph Kaylor, of Mary
land and H. C. Coulter, of Florida. 
Thr~ugh the efforts of the State and Na
tional leaders like these, America can 
truly rejoice in the efforts which are be
ing made to save her forests. Even so, 
we are barely balding our own. · The 
great work of education in conservation 
must be stepped up and forest conserva
tion must be improved if we are to meet 
the demands of the future. The pro
Posal set forth in my bill is only one step, 
but I believe -it is an important step and 
I hope it will receive the endorsement of 
my colleagues. 

Mr. WINSTEAD. Mr. Speaker, . will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SIKES. I yield to my distin
guished colleague who has always been 
outstanding in this important field. 

Mr. WINSTEAD. I compliment the 
gentleman for his outstanding work in 
behalf of forestry ill this country. Would 
the gentleman's bill furnish free seed
lings to those who have already reduced 
their acreage? Is the gentleman's bill 
broad enough to cover that? 

Mr. SIKES. It is broad enough to 
cover that phase also. 

Mr. WINSTEAD. I thank the gentle
man. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time 
of the gentleman from Florida [Mr. 
SIKES] has expired. 

CIVIL RIGHTS 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 

previous order of the House, the gentle
man from Georgia [Mr. FORRESTER] · is 
recognized for 90 minutes: 

Mr. FORRESTER. Mr. Speaker, 
shortly after coming to Congress, I had 
the privilege of attending a banquet hon
oring Captain Carlson, the brave com
mander of the Enterprise, which he rode · 
for 13 days while it :floated on its side in 
a turbulent and stormy sea. That act of 
loyalty, bravery, and devotion captured 
the interest of good people everywhere. 
After many eulogies, Captain Carlson 
was presented and afforded an oppor-

tunity to speak, and .the following is al:
most verbatim what he said; 

I deserve no honor nor praise. ' I ani only 
a plain st:aman who was entrusted with a 
littl~ piece of America, and. m~ only regret is 
that I failed to bring_ it safely :tiome. 

Mr. Speaker, it was men like Captain 
Carlson who gave us this country for our 
home, and every Member of Congress is 
peculiarly given the responsibility of 
guiding the destiny of this Nation for 
the purpose that it shall always remain 
l()Ur home, strong and undivided. In 
humble recognition of that trust and ac
companying responsibility, tt' is some:
times hard to determine when to speak 
and not speak. This much I do know; 
if my uttered thoughts will add to the 
confusion of the moment, then I owe it 
to my God and country the duty to re
main silent. On the other hand, when 
I see this great country of ours torn with 
strife and confusion, if I can add a single 
word of counsel, or furnish any inf orma
tion to the end that peace, friendship, 
and understanding can prevail over our 
land, even though that counsel is not 
accepted,_ and my feeble efforts come to 
naught, I am constrained to believe that 
I owe the duty to the present and to 
pooterity to speak out. 

Mr. Speaker, I am appalled and sorely 
grieved over the strife and bitterness 
aroused over our land at a time when 
everyone knows, or should know, that 
we are facing the most critical era in 
all of human history. Never · has it 
been so important that the true· and 
loyal citizens of this country stand 
agreed and united. I do not like strife; 
neither do my people. I do not like the 
idea of stirring. section against section, 
as apparently some do, and neither do 
the people whom I represent. There is 
nothing romantic ·in fighting or the 
drawing of blood, and no one knows 
this better than I or _my /people. Some 
nave said in the past few days, and 
there is substance to those sayings, that 
internal strife in this country has 
mounted to such alarming proportions 
that the present is comparable to the 
days of 1860. God grant that these 
statements are wrong. The War Be
tween the States constitutes the black
est pages of our · history. Fire-eaters 
and agitators both North and South 
brought about that tragic ·era. Good 
men both North and South worked 
fervently and prayerfully for a peaceful 
solution then, but the voice of reason 
was drowned out by demagogues and 
the ignorant of that day. During those 
terrible and trying days preceding that 
gigantic war-and it was a horrible war, 
some of the battles still being compa
rable to the major battles of World Wars 
I and II, snuffing out the lives of the 
cream of our young manhood both 
North and South-a kinsman of mine 
stood on the floor of Congress, and 
though the atniosphe:~e was charged 
with hatred and prejudice, quoted the 
Biblical statements of Abraham to Lot, 
saying: ~ 

Let there be no strife, I pray thee, between 
me and thee. Is not the whole land before 
wi? • • • If we cannot agree, let us divide it. 

Those were the words of Alexander H. 
Stevens, of Georgia. Perhaps the 
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strongest friendship existing in the 
Congress at that time was a strange 
paradox, because that friendship was 
between Stevens of Georgia and Abra
ham Lincoln of Illinois. As then, so it 
is now; the agitators did not do the 
fighting, and it was the quiet, peaceful 
boys of the North who died by the thou
sands in Virginia, Mississippi, Georgia, 
and other Southern States, and the 
identical type of beardless boys from the 
South, many of whom now sleep in un
marked graves in the Virginia, Mary
land; and Pennsylvania · h,ills. Mr. 
Speaker, simply ,as a matter of history 
and probably in explanation of my pres
ent position, my mot,her's father spoke 
out against secession at the secession 
convention in Georgia. My grand
father said then: 
· Let us not grow :weary in seeking a peace
ful solution. Even the agitators, both 
northern and southern, are mortal. The 
grave will claim them, if good people will 
postpone their grievances to a more con
venient time. 

· He recommended against secession, 
but said that if that was the -act of his 
State, then he would offer his life to his 
State, and as captain of the 11th Georgia 
Regiment under Longstreet, though al-

. ways small and never strong physically, 
he participated in all of the battles of 
northern Virginia, beginning with Ma
nassas, including Gettysburg, and was 
with General Lee when he surrendered 
at Appomattox. 

Mr. Speaker, I know war, and I know 
the result of strife. Beginning with the 
Revolution, young men by my name and 
by my mother's name have given their 
lives in battle. In the district I repre
sent is Andersonville Cemetery. Thir
teen thousand northern prisoners died 
and are buried there. Many times have 
l walked through the cemetery and read 
the names of those who sleep there. 
They are American names, they were 
American boys, just as the southerners 
were American boys, and I always shud
dered over the realization that both sides 
lost thousands of men that this country 
could ill afford to spare. Disloyal people 
agitate, Mr. Speaker, but . only the loyal 
fight and die. 

Mr. Speaker,: a sad situation exists over 
· my section today. Of a truth, it exists in 

every section. This condition is not 
caused by the old-fashioned Yankee, or 
by the old-fashioned southerner. This 
confusion and strife lie directly at the 
door of the arch enemies of the church, 
and· the human race. This conditi9n was 
started by Lenin, carried on by Stalin, 
and furthered by the Communist Party 
International. That I want to burn 
into the heart of every person who loves 
this country. I know whereof I speak. 
I am weighing my words carefully, for 
who knows but what someday all of our 
remarks on this floor will be scrutinized 
carefully by future generations, and that 
we will be judged by what we have said 
and done here. we must tell the truth 
and the truth .only, for only truth can 
stand through eternity. 

Mr. Speaker, the House Un-American 
Activities Committee has repeatedly fur
nished to us arid to the public unassail
able and unimpeachable evidence that 
the Communists began years ago to stir 

up racial strife in America. Sad to re .. 
late, but completely true. This conspir
acy could have been wiped out years ago, 
but the United States Supreme Court, by 
the reversal of a conviction in Georgia 
rendered it impossible to destroy that 
-conspiracy. In the 175th Georgia Su
preme Court report, pages 832-869, will 
be found the case of Herndon against the 
State. Herndon was indicted in Fulton 
County, Ga., for the offense of attempt
ing to incite insurrection, and the Fulton 
County jury did its duty and convicted · 
Herndon, and the court did its duty and 
sentenced Herndon to the penitentiary 
for not less than 5 and not more than 20 
years. In that report,. the evidence in 
that case is found. It was proven that 
Herndon joined t:tie Qommunist Party 
in Kentucky and was sent to Atlanta as 
an organizer for that party; that he held 
meetings in vacant houses and in private 
homes; that the Communist Party was 
declaring that this country must be over
thrown by force and violence, and that 
he was teaching this doctrine at those 
meetings; also, that they must accept 
the Communist Party decisions, irre
spective of their own opinions; that the 

· Communists were planning for the Negro 
of the South a territory known as the 
Black Belt, containing portions of Arkan- . 
sas, Louisiana, Mississippi, Alabama, 
Florida, and Georgia, and thence up the 
coast through several States, and that 
in tpis territory the Negroes · would be 
given the complete rights of self-deter
mination, including the right to set up· 
their own government in this territory, 
and the right to separate from the · 
United States; that all of the lands in 
that territory would be taken from the 
whites and given to the Negroes . . It ap
peared quite plainly that this territory 
was to be acquired only through success
·ful revolutionary str"uggle, and by force 
and violence. 

Mr. Speaker, in volume 301, United 
States Code Reports, pages 242-264, will 
be found the majority opinion of the 
United s tates Supreme Court reversing 
the conviction of Herndon in Georgia. 
Some of the so-called tired old men who 
sat upon that Court dissented, thinking 
that Herndon's conviction should stand. 
Those men were not tired, but disgusted 
over the failure of our highest court to 
sustain the principles on which this 
country must exist. God bless those so
called tired old men. 

_per.sons were tried.and .convicted,,having 
every constitutional right accorded them. 
The sentences were for life imprison:. 
ment. The next afternoon, while sitting 
in my room at home, I was startled to 
hear a radio broadcast emanating from 
Califo:rnia wherein it was charged that 
this Negress and her sons had been rail
roaded to prison. Within 24 hours my 
judge was literally deluged with tele
grams from all sections of this country, 
all using practically identical language 
and expressions of hatred, some of which 
contained the names of Communists, 
with their Communist lodge numbers, as 
they had not gone underground at that 
time. ..This iqentical language told me, 
and should tell everyone, that they, were 
simply the result of instructions from 
headquarters. , Millions of dollars were 
raised over this country ostensibly for 
the defense of the Ingrams, and this I 
can prove. 

The· ·House Un-American Activities 
Committee has previously taken notice 
of the fact that millions of dollars have 
been raised for the Communists by these 
campaigns. The NAACP entered into 
the Ingram case. The Civil Rights Con
gress distributed leaflets all over Chicago 
denouncing the South. When the mo
tion for new trial was heard in Ameri
cus, approximately 250 persons from oth
er sections of the country ·descended 
upon that little town. They did every
thing they could to incite a riot. They 
invaded the jail and the private home of 
the sheriff. I was there and well under-
stood what they wanted to accomplish. 
They wanted one southerner to strike 
them so they could wire Congress that 
civil-rights legislation i:pust be enacted 
against the barbarians of the South. I 
restrained the southerners, but no one 
could restrain those shock troops. They 
were not looking for the truth and they 
did not want the truth. They did not 
want the truth then, and they do not 
want the truth now. They did not think 
nearly as much of the Ingrams as ¥OU 
do, and they simply used that incident 
to promote their cause. I have the com
plete file of that case, Mr. Speaker, in
cluding the telegrams, and I will be de
lighted to show them to any congres
sional committee. As a sample of what 
some of the Negro newspapers did, I 
hav.e a newspaper published by one of 
the largest, wherein it tells of them send-

Mr. Speaker, had the United States 
Supreme Court called a halt then, com
munism could have been snuffed out as 
easily as passing your hand over a candle 
to extinguish its :flame. The House Un
American Activities ·committee has re
peatedly told us how Communist organi
zations would bring Negroes from the 
South. up to large cities in the North, in
doctrinate them with communism, and 
send them back South to sow the seeds 
of discontent. I personally know this to 
be true. Before coming to Congress, as 
prosecuting attorney I tried the cases 
known as the Ingram cases. A Negress 
and her 3 sons ambushed and methodi
cally killed a. white man 65 years of age 
and weighing 125 pounds. This man was 
murdered with a ri:fie, claw hammer, hoe, 
and rake by all 4 of the Ingrams as he 
lay . helpless upon the ground. These 

. ing a reporte.r to .Georgia to see the In
grams, and that he was tied to a lamp- · 
post in.Atlanta, severely beaten, and was 
told that was the way we treated Yan
kees . . The paper goes on to say that this 
brave, loyal, and . truthful. reporter did . 
finally get to Americus, went to the old 
Woodell jail, and talked with the In
grams. The truth is that the reporter 
never got any further than Atlanta, in
asmuch as he became enamored over a 
colored female in Atlanta, spent his 
money in debauchery, and wrote that 
terrible lie. Instead of the jail being a 
wooden jail, it is and was completely of 
brick construction and built about the 
year 1900. Then you might want to see 
an edition from another large Negro 
newspaper, wherein it published the pho
tograph of the Negress defendant hold-

. ing up a sweater which had been torn to 
shreds, and above that photograph in 
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boxcar headlines, was this statement: 
"He Tried To Go With Me." So, that 
paper spread to the four corners of this 
country the lie that she and her children 
killed the white man in defense of her 
honor. 

Mr. Speaker, prior to the visit of that 
reporter, I had personally held that 
sweater in my hand many times. I tell 
you. and all the officers working on this 
homicide will tell you that the sweater 
was not torn until the visit of that re
porter. I also tell you that I had re
peatedly discussed this homicide with 
that defendant and she had repeatedly 
told me that the white man had never 
made any improper advances or sug
gestions to her, but contended to the 
officers and to me that the killing was 
done to prevent the white man from 
shooting her with a rifle. The evidence 
of course showed that no self-defense 
was involved, and that the white man 
was ambushed and chased 200 yards be
fore he was caught from behind and 
methodically beaten to death. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the South has, for 
all practical purposes, been invaded. 
The case that I have related my per
sonal experience with has been repeated 
time and time again in my section. The 
United States Court has destroyed our 
white primary. To destroy that pri
mary, you would have to decide that a 
straw vote held by southern white peo
ple was illegal. Now, under the United 
States Supreme Court edict, despite the 
fact that before that decision virtually 
every Negro in Georgia claimed to be . a 
Republican, they are now voting as 
Democrats in our primary, and then vot
ing en bloc in the general election, with
out any regard whatsoever for their ob
ligation to support the candidate nomi
nated in the primary. So, they are 
getting 2 votes to 1 vote for the white 
man. I could tell you for days and days 
wrongs that have been inflicted upon the 
white people of the South, but I shall 
only attempt to tell enough now that 
would cause an honest person to see the 
situation in its true light. I well know 
that there are groups in America which 
positively do not intend to believe. The 
Communist conspiracy was that the fight 
against us would be first waged on the 
grounds of equality, but denying that 
intermarriage and integration was 
sought or desired. That lasted only for · 
a season. They are now demanding in 
unmistakable terms social equality and 
intermarriage. In fact, they are now 
contending that their race is the great
est in all history, and that they are only 
displaced Africans. I have never read in 
history where all of the native Africans 
were displaced, but I suppose the Com
munists could prove that as easily as 
they do that the Wright brothe11s did not 
build the first airplane. 

In the South, the Negroes incited by 
outsiders first started the boycott and 
the bringing of economic pressure. · I 
had hoped that they would not. I hope 
now that they will quit. They cannot· 
win an economic boycott, and I will tell 
you why. No matter how low you re-. 
duce a white man in paverty, the white 
man will rise again from his own efforts. 
'!'here is very little in history that would 

justify the Negro in feeling that he would 
do so by his own efforts. The economic 
pressure groups formed in the South by 
white people were simply in answer to 
the economic pressure put into practice · 
by the Negro. Since the economic pres
sure and boycott theory they inaugu.; 
rated did not turn out so well for the 
Negro, the NAACP and the Antidefama
tion League of the B'nai B'rith would 
pass a Federal law making it a feiony 
for white people to join any such or
ganizations, and they ask this legislation 
knowing full well that they are the ones 
who set these practices into motion. 

Mr. Speaker, I doubt that any State in 
the Union has finer school buildings for 
the Negroes than does my State of Geor
gia. They were built for the Negroes by 

·the white man's tax dollars, in the full 
faith that the United States Supreme 
Court would hold that separate but equal 
school facilities would sati~fy all consti-

. tutional concepts. Now, this so-called 
superior race does not wish to be left to 
themselves. Strange, isn't it. Only the 
inferior could possibly insist upon mix
ing with a group when they know they 
are not wanted. 

Now, a great hue and cry is heard over 
the land about the trouble at the Uni
versity of Alabama and the troubles in 
Mississippi. Just why some people in 
other sections want to regulate our con
duct from our cradle to our graves, I 
will never know. Never have we tried to 
regulate other sections of this country 
except our own. It is not because we do 
not know of many more grievous cir
cumstances that have occurred in other 
sections than have occurred in our sec
tion. We know that in New York City 
gangs of Negroes are running wild on 
the streets, shooting, stabbing, robbing, 
and raping. We have heard of the wolf 
gangs in Harlem. We know about the 
terrible race riots in Detroit. We know 
about the race riot in Cicero. Some of 
us have even read the book by Camille 
DeRose, in which she tells hq,_w this race 
riot was planned by the NAACP, and 
how she was betrayed J:>y her disloyal · 
'colored friends. We know the charges 
that were made in her book about cor
rupt courts, and the unfaithful officers 
in those courts. We also know that the · 
only way we could properly judge what 
the facts were in any of these instances 
we would have had to have been on the 
ground and w~tnessed them first hand. 
Consequently, we do not indict and con
vict those cities. We leave those mat- . 
ters strictly to them, to be determined in . 
the manners that their consciences dic
tate. All that we ask, and I think it is 
a reasonable request, is that they quit in
dicting and convicting us when they 
should know that they are incapable of 
knowing the facts. 

Mr. Speaker, a few days ago my State 
was gratuitously insulted by the United. 
States Department of Justice. That 
Department ordered the FBI to investi
gate the jury -system of Cobb County .. · 
That investigation cannot be justified, 
for if the jury system had been illegally 
set up, every defendant would have had: 
the right to challenge that jury system· 
before going to trial in any case. Every-· 
one knows that upon any kind of showing· 
of any irregularity in a jury panel in 

Georgia, that the-united States Supreme 
Court will set aside the verdict of that 
jury. 
· Mr. Speaker, there is another problem 
that I wish to discuss, which I think is 
or should be of much concern to our 
country. That problem is that in our 
military, some of our southern boys are 
being mistreated because they are im
bued with our southern traditions, and 
even their right of expression of their 
views is being denied them. Has the 
time come in this country that a man 
cannot expres~ hiS' opinion while serving 
his country? If so, when did that time 
come about? Mr. Speaker, for some 
reason, maybe economic, the exact rea
son I do not know, our southern people 
have liked the· military. The South and 
the West furnished this country prac
tically all of the admirals and generals 
that led our armies to victory in World 
War II. 

Mr. Speaker, I am proud to remind the 
public that Gen. Courtney Hodges, the 
commander o_f the First Afmy, and the 
first army that penetrated into Germany, 
was from the little town of Perry, Hous
ton County, Ga., and in the district that 
I have the honor to represent. Mr. 
Speaker, I am satisfied that General 
Hodges believed in our southern tradi
tions, but he was a wonderful fighting 

· man, wasn't he? Mr. Speaker, Captain 
Dixon, that intrepid young flyer that 
thrilled the world in the early days of 
World War II by his simple announce
ment to his commander, "Scratch off 
another flattop," was born and reared in 
the little city of Richland, Stewart 
County, Ga. The world was glad to hear 
that news, Mr. Speaker, because up to 
that time our forces in the Pacific. were 
faring badly indeed. His father and his 
family still live in Richland, and I appre
hend. Mr. Speaker, that every one of 
them is completely southern, but unal
terably a loyal citizen of the United 
States. 

Mr. Speaker, the district that I have 
the honor to represent will always re
member with pride that young Luther 
Story, Americus, Ga., weight 125 
pounds, was probably the greatest hero 
in that so-called police action in bleak 
and mountainous Korea. Luther Story 
has.not been aggrandized, but his record 
and the citation accompanying the Con
gressional Medal of Honor posthumously 
awarded to his mother tells eloquently 
what he did. He was Private Story, 
Company A, 9th Infantry Regiment, a 
weapons squad leader. The citation 
says that Story observed a large group 
of the enemy crossing the river to attack 
Company A, and that he seized a machine 
gun from his wounded gunner and killed 
an estimated 100 enemy soldiers. And, 
facing certain encirclement, the com
pany commander ordered a withdrawal, 
but Private Story noticed the approach 
of a truck loaded with enemy troops and 
towing an ammunition trailer. Alert
ing his comrades to take cover, he fear
lessly stopd .in the middle of the road 
throwing grenades into the truck; out of 
grenades, he crawled to his squad, gath
ered up additional grenades, and again 
attacked the vehicle. Private story was 
wounded in. this action, but disregarded 
his wounds and rallied the me11 ~bout 
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him and repelled the attack. Realizing 
that his wounds would hamper his com
rades, he refused to retire . to the next 
position, but remained to cover the com
pany's withdrawal. When last seen by 
his withdrawing comrades, he was firing 
every available weapon and fighting off 
another hostile assault. Mr. Speaker, 
Private Story, his mother and father, 
sisters and brothers, and all of his people 
were and are complete adherents to our 
southern sentiments. We have many 
others in our district that are made from 
the same kind of mold, who will fight for 
our Republican form of government, and 
I do not believe there is anyone here so 
naive that he would not welcome this 
assistance. I know, however, that there 
are some in our country who would deny 
such people any right of voice whateve:r 
in this Government. 

Mr. Speaker, it is amazing to read and 
hear people arguing that my people 
have rebelled against our Government, 
because my people say that the United 
States Supreme Court decision concern
ing segregated schools was . wrong. 
Those people do not know history, or 
else they feel that my people occupy a 
colonial status and should not be per.:. 
mitted to express their opinion. I think 
it well at this time . to give our critics 
the benefit of some history L J: want to 
tell those critics that one of the motivat• 
ing causes of that unfortunate War Be
tween the States was that the North and 
East refused to accept a United States 
Supreme Court decision. 

I am referring to the Dred Scott deci
sion. Beveridge, in his book Abraham 
Lincoln, IV, page 158, has this state
ment: · 

Not until Republican leaders in the Senate 
next year, as a matter of party strategy, 
concentrated their attacks on the complicity 
of the Supreme Court in a crafty scheme to 
spread ala.very . ov~r the whole country, did 
Lincoln take up that ind_ictment. 

, On pages 157, ·1ss, same volume, we 
read: 

The Dred Scott decision, cried Trumbull, 
was an "odious and infamous opinion of a 
slave driving court which must be wholly 
and totally revolutionized." · 

Consequently it appears, Mr. Speaker', 
that an entire political party in the year 
1857 not only criticized a Supreme Court 
decision, but demanded that the decision 
be revolutionized. That helped bring 
about a war, but I doubt that any south
erner disputed their right to oppose the 
decision, although they did not agree on 
the dispute. 

President Abraham Lincoln vigorously 
denounced the Dred Scott decision, and 
I think, whether he was right or wrong, 
he had the right as an .American citizen 
to do it, it being an Amerfcan privilege. 
In Springfield; Ill., June 26, 1857, Mr. 
Lincoln said~ 

We think the Dred Scott decision is er
roneous. We know the Court that made it 
has often overruled its own decisions, and 
we shall do what we can to have it to over:. 
rule this. 

Also: · 
Judfcial decisions are of greater or less 

authority as precedents according to circum
stances. That .this should be so accords 
both with commonsense and the customary 

CII--202 

'Understanding of . the legal profession. If 
this important decision had been made by 
,the unanimous concurrence of the judges, 
and without any apparent partisan bias, 
and in accordance with legal public expecta
tion, and with the steady practice of the 
departments througllout our history, and 
had been in no part based on assumed hls
~orical facts which are not really true; or, if 
.wanting in some of these, it had been before 
the court more than once, and had been 
affirmed and reaffirmed through a course of 
years, it then might be, perhaps would be, 
factious, nay, even revolutionary not ta 
.acquiesce in it as a precedent. But when, 
as ls true. we find it wanting in all of these 
claims to the public confidence, it is not 
resistance, it is not factious, it is not even · 
disrespectful, to treat it as not having yet 
quite established a settled doctrine for the 
country. But Judge Douglas considers this 
view awful. 

In that speech, Mr. Lincoln referred 
'to the fact that this same Supreme Court 
.once decided a national bank would be 
.constitutional, but General Jackson, as 
President, disregarded the decision and 
vetoed a bill for a recharter, partly on 
constitutional grounds, using this as an 
argument to buttress his contention that 
objections did not constitute rebellion. 
Also, in that same address, Mr. Lincoln 
said: · 
. That all there ever was in the way of prec
edent up to the Dred Scott decision, on the 
points therein decided, · had been against 
that decision. 

. And . again in the same speech, Mr. 
Lincoln said: 

Again and again have I heard Judge Doug
las denounce that bank decision and applaud 
General Jackson for disregarding it. It 
would be interesting for him to look over 
his recent speech, and see how exactly his 
fierce philippics against us for resisting Su
preme Court decisions fall upon his own 
·head. 

Also: 
I have said, in substance, that the Dred 

Scott decision was in part based on assum
ing historical facts which were not really 
true, and I ought not to leave the subject 
wrthout giving some reasons for saying this: 
I therefore give an instance or ·two, which 
I t}?.ink fully sustain me. 

Then, Mr. Lincoln proceeded to point 
out statements ·made by Justice Taney 
which he said were not historically true, 
and cited statements by Judge Curtis, 
who said that Justice Taney had erred 
in the· recitation of historical' facts. 

Mr. Speaker, · all of these quotations 
from. Mr. Lincoln have been taken from 
Lincoln Works I, Nicolay and Hay; pages 
226 to 230, which I obtained from the 
Library of Congress. So we say, Mr. 
Speaker, that Mr. Lincoln did exactly 
·what my people are doing. My people 
have not rebelled against this Govern:. 
'ment because of the school case decision, 
although they have criticized that de
c1s1on. Criticism of that decision has 
not been restricted to the South, but 
~actually is eomnion amongst the legal 
fraternity in every section of the United 
States. Everything Mr. Lincqln sai<.l 
about the Dred _Scott .de~ision a,ppJies 
equally to the S'Chool decision, except in 
one particular~ maybe the Supreme Court 
·was conscious of Mr. Lincoln's criticism 
that the D:red Scott decision was not 
·unanimous'. I say, and I ·believe Mr. 
Lincoln would have said, that the school 

case decision ·was contrary to all prece
dents, and that a unanimous decision 
was indicative of political or partisan 
bias, as he used that language in the 
Dred Scott case. Certainly Mr. Lincoln 
would have said that the school decision 
was based upon a false assumption of 
historical facts. I feel certain also, that 
Mr. Lincoln would have said that the 
school case decision was based on so
ciology instead of law, and would have 
repudiated that decision on that ground 
also . 

Mr. Speaker, . sometimes it appears 
.that some people in this country willfully 
distort the views and the acts of Mr. 
Lincoln. Every historian knows that the 
Emancipation Proclamation was not con
ceived or designed for the freeing of all 
slaves. Every historian knows that Mr. 
Lincoln termed it a war measure, and 
contended that he had the power as Com
mander in Chief to do everything that 
he deemed expedient to defeat the enemy. 
Mr. Lincoln explained that the freeing 
of the slaves in States of rebellion would 
weaken the abilities of those States to 
wage war. Mr. Lincoln excepted States 
and portions of States which had slaves 
but which were not a part of the Con
federate States of America, and had not 
taken part in the War Between the 
States. It is common knowledge that 
Robert E. Lee, who voluntarily freed all 
of his slaves, fought against generals on 
the battlefield who had their slaves with 
them during those conflicts. 

While citing statements from Mr. Lin
·coln, it might be well for the people to 
be reminded again what Mr. Lincoln said 
concerning the Negro race. In that same 

·springfield, Ill., speech, he said: 
There is a natural disgust in the minds of 

nearly all white people to the idea of indis
criminat.e amalgamation of the white and. 

. black races· and Judge Douglas evidently is 
basing hts chief hope upon the chances of 
his being able to appropriate the benefit of 
this disgust to himself. If he ·can, by much 
drumming and repeating, fasten the odium 
of that idea upon his adversaries, he thinks 
he can struggle through the storm. He 
therefore clings to this hope as a drowning 
man to the last plank. He makes an occa
sion for lugging it in from the opposition 
_to the Dred Scott decision. 

The last two quotations, Mr. Speaker, 
are taken from pages 230-231 of the vol
ume heretofore ref erred to. Page 234 of 
that same volume quotes Mr. Lincoln as 
follows: 

• But Judge Douglas is especially horrified 
at the thought of the mixing of blood by 
the white and black races. Agreed for once
a thousand times agreed. There are white 
men enough to marry all the white women, 
and black men enough to marry all the black 
women; and so let them be married. 

Mr. Speaker, Mr. Lincoln was a segre~ 
:gationist no matter what any wild-eyeq 
leftwinger says. I ask .that volume IV, 
"Abraham Lincoln," by Albert J. Bev
eridge, be read. Page 155 of that volume 
quotes Ml". Lincoln in his Springfield, Ill., 
·address, saying: · 

The only "perfect preventive of amalga
mation,'1 Lincoln insisted, was the separ&tion 
of the races; but since that could not. be 
done ~t once, "the next best. thing ls to keep 
.them apa:Ft where they are not already to ... 
gether." For instance,, if whites and blacks 
..never get together in Kansas, then they will 
never mix blood in Kansas." 
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And the same page says: 
Colonizatibri of Negroes in Af~ica. was the 

only. way to bring it about, declared Lin-
. colri; and he bemoaned the fact that no 

political . pi:i.rty was doing anything for 
colonization . . It was a hard job; "but where 
there is a will there is a way, and what 
colonization needs. most is a J:iearty will." 
When the people 'should come to see that 
it was morally right and also to their inter-

. est or, at least, not against it, "to transfer 
the African to his native clime, we shall find 
a way to do it, however great the task may 
be." · · 

··· .. · Mr. Speaker, any student of history 
.. knows that Mr. Lincoln was not consid

• ·-. ._, ering· the abolition of slavery· in the slave-
.. holaing States, but was objecting · to the 

· extension of slavery in the· new States; 
such as Kansas, Nebraska, but those who 
do not know can find for themselves on 
page 216 of the last-quoted volume that 
Mr. Lincoln's purpose was not to extend. 
According to the last-quoted volume, Mr. 
Speaker, Mr. Lipcoln spoke at Charles-

' ton, and on page 312 he is quoted, saying: 
"While I was at the hotel today," began 

Lincoln, "an elderly gentleman called upon 
me to know whether I was really in favor 
of producing a perfect equality betwee!l the 
Negro~s and white people. [Great laughter.] 
• _• • I will say, then, that I am not, nor 
ever have bee.n, in favor of. bringing about 
in any way the social and political equality 
of the white and black races [applause]; 
that I am not, nor ever have been, in favor 
of making vote_rs or jurors of Negiroes, nor 
of qualifying them to hold office, nor to 
intermarry with white people. • • * And; 
inasqnich as they cannot so Uve, wllile they 
do remain together, there must be the posi
tion of superior and inferior, and I, as much 
as any other man, am in favor of having 
the superior position assigned .to the white 
race." 

A few days ago, Mr. Speaker, the 147th 
birthday of Mr. Lincoln was observed by 
mµc~ speechmaking, some temperate, 
but many,beirtg highly inflamma.tory and 
completely inconsistent with . anything 
Mr. Lincoln ever said or stood for. The 
executive secretary of the NAACP stood 
at Springfield, Ill., on that day and 
urged that our schools be immediately 
desegregated under the principles of 
Mr. Lincoln. I do not think that Mr. 
Lincoln ever did or said anything that 
could sustain any such position. 

Mr. Speaker, some of the Southern 
States, including the State that I was 
born in, still live in, and will be a ·resi
dent of so long as I live, have . seen fit 
to exercise their undoubted right to dis
pute the correctness of the United States 
Supreme Cour~ decision concerning · pub
lic schools. None of those States have 
rebelled or suggested rebellion. They 
think that they have a right to dispute 
that decision, and I think so, too. To 
dispute that decision, or even abolish 
public schools and substitute private 
schools, could not constitute rebellion 
in any sense of the word. Nevertheless, 
we have read in the papers, heard over 
television and radio, and even on this 
:fioor, that because w.e have disputed the 
correctness of that decision that we 
should not be allowed to ·receive one 
cent of any school-construction money 
that might be provided under · the pend:. 
ing legislation for school-construction 
purposes. On February 6, 1956, the gen~ 

tleman from Montana [Mr. METCALF] into confusion, strife, and bloodshed. 
posed this question: Can that man's position fail to appeal 

Are these defiant States entitled to school to our noblest and Christian instincts? 
lunch money for segregated schools? Are Has the lust for · power and high office 
they entitled to money under Public Laws developed to such an extent that a man 
815 and 874 for construction and operation · would array section against section and 
of schools in fed~rally impacted areas? brother against brother? Can it be that 

Since that time, another Member Cff · aspirants for the high office of President 
this House has suggested that the farm- would cause confusion when we are told 
ers in the States disputing .that Supreme that Russia has developed missiles that 
Court decisio.n are not entitled to receive penetrate 1,500. miles? Can any man 
support prices for their farm products. who has the interests of this country at 

Mr. Speaker, we know ·only too well heart sow seeds of disruption :when .it 
that there are some who would be coin- · is so vitally necessary now that we .re
pletely willing to compel the southern main united? Can any northerner or 
taxpayers to pay into that school con.:; ' southerner approve the demagogic 
struction fund and deny tl\em 1. cent of . statement of Governor H1uriman to the 
their own money. We also know that effect that he would cut off all Federal 
there are some who would deny our funds to _all States . which refused to 
States any money whatever for schools dese?-regate sc.hools and proposed im
in federally impacted areas, although mediate Federal enforcement of ,.the 
they know that the impact is due solely Supreme Court's desegregation ruling? 
to our defense installations in our sec- Mr. Speaker, can apyone approve the 
tion of the country. Many of the chil- various statements attributed to Mr. 
dren that they would deny this education KEFA~ER; particularly when the state
would not be southern or of southern ex- ments attributed to him in secret meet
traction. They are the children of the ings are completely contrary to his pub
workers from the four corners of this lie utterances? 
Nation, engaged in building airplanes, Mr. Speaker, can any so~nd mind be
ships, atomic energy projects, and the lieve that it would be conducive to peace 
like. There are too many who would for the Federal Government to tax the 
starve the people of our section by deny- Southern States for school construction, 
ing the benefit of the support .prices on assistance to schools in federally im
farm products, simply because our peo- pacted areas, school lunch money, and 
ple do not believe that the Supreme the benefits of the farm program? Do 
Court should go unchallenged when it . they believe that this issue is one of 
assumes a dictatorial role. dollars aBd cents? It would be a trag-

Mr. Speaker, in the past few days my edy indeed for such punitive action to 
people have read with much apprehen.;; be . taken. I h.Ope that it w_ill not. be 
sion . statements from Mr. Nixon, Mr. taken. Do not agitators know that they 
Harriman, Mr. Kefauver, and others. In are kindling hatred, · do n.ot they re
California, Mr. Adlai Stevenson told a member the story of Aesop? Dr. Holley, 
Los Angeles Negro audience that he perhaps the greatest Negro educator in 
would not cut off Federal ful)ds from the Uni.ted States, does remember that 
segregated schools nor use Federal troops story, and l\e commends it to the con
to enforce segregation. Mr. Stevenson sideration of Mr. Harriman, Mr .. KE
was asked the blunt question as to FAUVER, and their like. Here is wl_lat 
whether he would use the Army and Dr. Holley said: 
Navy to enforce the Supreme Court de- , Aesop understood how men's minds work. 
cision outlawing segregation in public He has a story about the North Wind, the 
schools. Mr. Stevenson wisely said: South Wind, and the man with a 'cloak. 

The swift harshness of the one merely 
drove the man to gather his garment closer 
about him, while the gentleness and warmth 
of the other gradually prevailed upon him 
to take the garment off. This is the same 
truth that the modern minstrel offers: You 
can push me, out don't shove me. 

That is exactly what brought on the Civil 
War. It can't be done by troops or bayonets. 

Mr. Stevenson said that he would not 
deny Federal aid to Southern States that 
refused to integrate their schools, 
adding: · · 

You should not cut off your nose to spite 
your face. 

Mr. Stevenson explained that he w~s 
for integration, but that he would not 
have . anything to do with dividing this 
country at the most serious time this 
country has ever faced. Make no mis
take about it, these agitators wanted 
bloodshed, for the newspaper article con
cerning these questions and answers also 
said when Mr. Stevenson gave those 
answers: 

There was a murmur of protest in the 
crowd, and one tall Negro standing next to 
this correspondent said flatly: "I think he is' 
a phony." ' 

And also that Mr. Stevenson's stand 
was not one that pleased many in his 
audience of 200 at the Watkins hotet· 
Thank God tha.t there is · one man so:. 
liciting the nomination for President 
who is not willing to _ t}?.row this countr~ 

There are too many people shoving us, 
and they are wittingly or unwittingly 
making the job of preserving the peace 
harder for temperate people everywhere. 

A few days ago, Mr. Speaker, a Negro 
schoolteacher in Fort Gaines, Ga., made 
a speech to a Negro audience, and told 
them that they had mighty good schools 
built with white people's money, and that 
it was in their best interests to forget 
integration "and remember that they 
had not learned how to pool their re
sources and build even a recreation hall 
for their children"; that everything they 
had came from the white people and 
without assistance from the Negro race. 
He also told ·them that "we still want 
that which we either do not deserve or 
that which we are not ready for. I have 
noted f.rom time to time that every time 
~omething happens to Negroes, it is 
stated that it is because of his color. I 
say 99 or more percent of what happen$ 

•. 
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to Negroes as well as others is because 
of what he has done to warrant it." A 
few days later,.that Negro schoolteacher 
advised the school authorities at Fort. 
Gaines tliat threats .made upon him, his 
wife, and family, by Negroes in that com
munity had forced his resignation; that. 
he was hastily leaving town, knowing 
that his life was not safe. 

Mr. Speaker, outsiders have fanned the 
flames of hatred in our section to such 
an extent that that Negro schoolteacher 
was absolutely correct, for the chances 
were good that those Negroes would have 
killed him, and that cool heads might not 
have been able to control the situation. 

Mr. Speaker, there has been much said 
about the unfortunate trouble at the 
University of Alabama. The NAACP has 
not left a stone unturned to agitate in 
that instance. A few days ago the Wash
ington newspapers carried a story to the 
effect that twoc Negro soldiers waylaid a 
white student on that university campus, 
and although they did not know the 
student, they assaulted him, saying only 
that their savagery was because of the 
treatment accorded the Negress student: 
I had hoped that the NAACP would 
change its tactics, and would come to 
the defense of a white person for a 
change, but it did not, and they do not 
intend to do so. The truth is, the NAACP 
does not accord a white man any civil 
rights. 

Mr. Speaker, the Washington Pos_t, 
February 20, 1956, issue, page' 3., carried 
an article entitled "Civil Rights Parley 

· Aims To Bar Leftists." That article says 
that there is to be a 3-day meeting here 
in Washington beginning on March 4, 
and that the organizer of that meeting 
has warned that leftwin&; groups are at
tempting to infiltrate it, and that he 
has pledged every effort to keep Commu
nists from influencing the gathering. 
The executive secretary of the NAACP 
is described in that article as writing a 
letter to the NAACP branches warning 
against leftwing infiltration among dele
gates to that meeting. 

Mr. Speaker, does not this warning ex
cite our interest? Can it be that Com
munists may attend that meeting? Evi-

. dently- so. Now I ask that organizer, were 
you not warned way back in 1948, and 
was not the NAACP warned back in 
1948 by George S. Schuyler in his article 
appearing in the Pittsburgh Courier, and 
did he not tell you then to quit playing 
footsie with the Communists? Is it news 
to ·these. leaders that the Pittsburgh 
Courier, July 31, 1948., page 19, carried 
an article by Ma:r:jorie McKenzie, wherein 
it was stated that the indicting of 12 
Communist leaders on charges of con
spiracy to overthrow the United States 
Government by force was a direct at
tack on civil rights? Did that reflect 
the opinion of these organizations then, 
and does it now? 

I well understand, Mr. Speaker, that 
some ministers are contending that to 
dispute the recent Supreme Court deci
sion in the school case is a sin against 
God. I note that in Mr. Lincoln's speech 
he was regretting the fact that several 
ministers in his section were saying that 
slavery was ordained by God. We find 
ministers on both sides of this issue now. 
Some say that God has told them that 

to disl)ute that decision is· wrong: I won
der why God did not tell George W. Tru
ett, Spurgeon, and even Paul the Apostle 
that. It is my opinion, Mr. Speaker, 
that God would tell everybody of" good 
will that, including me, for if .J know my 
heart, I would accept anything that he 
told me. As a matter of fact, all of the 
lawbooks that I have ever read on the 
Bible tell me that God Almighty never 
approved the brotherhood of man, and 
that the only brotherhood was that 
established through the brotherhood of 
Christ, and the indispensable ingredient 
of that brotherhood was that Jesus 
Christ was. the Son of God, and that he 
died as our substitute. If anyone cares 
to show me where the Bible endorses any 
other brotherhood, I will welcome that 
information. 

Mr. Speaker, the Communists are still 
holding out to the Negroes the estab
lishment of the black belt, to be com
posed of Southern States. See hearings 
before the House Committee on Un
American Activities, July 14, 1949, 8lst 
Congress, 1st session, and particularly see 
hearings before the House Committee on 
Un-American Activities, 80th Congress, 
1st session, July 21, 1947, and see the 
picture of the proposed black belt on page 
90 thereof. In view of that history, I 
think every Congressman should read 
the recent book by Theodore Browne, en
titled "The Band Will Not Play Dixie.'' 
That book was published about 6 months 
ago and is now in the Library of Con
gress. That book tells about a Negro re
porter who was ·interested in one Solo
mon Morehouser who was interested in 
establLShing the black belt in the South. 
According to the book, that reporter, 
when he was not being intimate with 
every female he met, was seeking Solo~ 
mon Morehouse, and according to the 
book, this reporter discovered that a 
Georgh Senator had kidnaped More
house, carried him to Georgia, turned 
him over to the Ku Klux Klan, and 
wrecked Morehouse mentally, on the di
rection of the Georgia Senator, Mr. 
Salter; that Morehouse · escaped Senator 
Salter and the Ku Klux Klan, and that 
this reporter, after risking his life to help 
Morehouse, went to Atlanta, and while 
there, Atlanta was burned to the ground 
and the black belt established. Of course 
everyone knows that there was never a 
Georgia Senator by the name of Salter, 
and all of those sayings concerning 
Georgia were tissues of lies. But how 
well that fits in with the situation to
day. Have they abandoned the idea of 
the black belt? Are the agitators willing 
to listen to reason? I doubt it, unless 
we can have the help of the Members of 
this great body in trying to preserve 
peace and unity. There is a fact that 
we southerners .realize, and all police de
partments recognize, and all people had 
better recognize in this country. That is 
that there is scarcely a Negro dwelling 
anywhere that does not contain an as
sortment of deadly weapons, consisting 
of shotguns, riflesr pistols, knives, razors, 
ice picks, and so forth. On the other 
hand, there are few white homes over 
this land containing those deadly weap
ons. It would surprise the white people 
of Washington, New York, Chicago, De
troit, and other large metropolitan cities 

if they knew that virtually every Negro 
home is practically an arsenal. I think 
that their police could tell them this was 
so. 

Mr. Speaker, all of these things I have 
said have been simply for the reason that 
I want other sections. to know our side. 
My section needs the help of good people 
now, and I solicit the help of the Co~
gress of the U'nited States in their behalf. 
I think we deserve that help. We de
serve your sympathy. I hope we are 
going- to have your sympathy and your 
assistance. We do not wish to see the 
white gentile race disappear, and we de> 
not intend for it to disappear. If you 
will sympathize with us now to the end 
that we shall have peace, I promise you 
that we will return that friendship, and 
if the struggle comes between godless 
communism and our form of govern
ment, that every southerner will take his 
position in the ranks and give an account 
of his citizenship and loyalty that will 
be an inspiration to coming generations. 

Mr. O'HARA of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FORRESTER. If the gentleman 
will just wait a few minutes until I have 
concluded m:y remarks. 

Mr. O'HARA of Illinois. I trust that 
in the spelling in your mantJSCrip.t your 
pronunciation of the word "Negro" is 
not followed, that is, that the word in 
the printed record of these proceedings 
will not be spelled as the gentleman pro
nounces it. 

Mr. FORRESTER: I will be happy to 
pronounce it for the gentleman, and I 
will be glad to accept anything he says 
in that respect. 

Mr. O'HARA of Illinois. Then, sir-
Mr. FORRESTER. Mr. Speaker, I do 

not yield any further. 
Mr. DAVIS of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 

will the gentleman yield to me? 
Mr. FORRESTER. I yield to my dis

tinguished colleague from Georgia. 
Mr. DAVIS of Georgia. I · think the 

gentleman from Illinois [Mr; O'HARA] 
would like for the gentleman from 
Georgia to put it in capital letters and 
pronounce it "K-n-e-e-g-r-o-w." 

Mr. FORRESTER. Now, I will take 
up where I left off. I am quoting Mr . 
Lincoln now. 

Mr. TUMULTY. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FORRESTER. I yield to the gen
tleman from New Jersey. 

Mr. TUMULTY. Do I construe the 
gentleman's remarks at this point as a 
commentary on what Archbishop Rum
mel, of New Orleans, said? He has 
stated publicly that segregation is a sin. 
Does the gentleman imply he is a mem
ber of the Communist Party; that he is 
carrying on Communist propaganda? 

Mr. FORRESTER. Let ·me say to the 
gentleman now he was not listening. 

Mr. TUMULTY. I was listening. 
Mr. FORRESTER. Oh, no; you were 

not. I will say to the gentleman and 
I will say it to the churches: "No; I never 
said any such thing." · 

Mr. TUMULTY. Will the gentleman 
tell me what his opinion is with regard 
to what the archbishop said? 

Mr. FORRESTER. I do not even 
know that the ·archbishop said any
thing. 
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Mr. TUMULTY. He has said that· Mr. LANHAM. I have heard -the story Mr. METCALF. I thank the gentle-
segregation is a sin. That was an- that when these people -came to Lincoln, man. 
nounced publicly. I wonder if the gen- some of the ministers from Chicago came · Mr. MATTHEWS. ~r. Speaker, will 
tleman has any opinion about that. and told him that God had sent them to the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FORRESTER. I say that is one tell him that he ought to free all of the Mr. FORRESTER. I am very happy 
man's opinion. I do · not yield to the slaves. Mr. Lincoln said: to yield to the distinguished gentleman 
gentleman further. Now, that is rather strange. 1 from Florida. 

Mr. DAVIS of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, Mr. MATTHEWS. Mr .. Speaker, I 
wijl the gentleman yield? He said: want to thank the gentleman for bring-

Mr. FORRESTER. I yield to the gen- God has never said anything like that to me ing up this matter that is fraught with 
tleman from Georgia. and it seems very strange that he would send so much difficulty, and is a matter that 

Mr. DAVIS of Georgia. Did not the that message to me through the wicked city I know' the gentleman realizes is not at 
newspaper article also say that the arch- of Chicago. all pleasant. But as a great American, 
bishop's own flock down in · .Louisiana Mr. METCALF. Mr. Speaker, will the as a great Congressman from a great 
was not accepting .his statement; that gentleman yield? State; he ·has sensed it to ·be his duty 
they were proceeding to do as they have Mr. FORRESTER. I yield to the gen- to inform this Nation of this great prob
been doing about advocating segrega-· tleman from Montana. · lem that we have, especially now, in 
tiori in the schools? Mr. MEITCALF. I have listened with our beloved Southland. 

Mr. FORRESTE:Ri. Unfortunately, I attention to the very able statement that Mr. Speaker, to those who are -not 
did not know about that incident. - I had the gentleman from Georgia has made; familiar with the problems of the South
not read that incident. . But I am sure Since he honored me by mentioning a land may I say it is very difficult to ex
that whoever said it is going to have a discussion in which I participated on the plain-and I believe the gentleman 
division in his .congregation. I am cer- floor the other day, I would like to go a wquld agree with me-when I say that 
tain about that. little further into the matter that I was there is an indignation over this at-

Mr. DAVIS of Georgia. I read it and discussing at that time. The gentleman, tempt to solve these · great problems on 
the article stated that his congregation I know, has read my speech, because he the basis of a Supreme Court decision. 
is not accepting his dictum in that re- put the questions I posed, whether or Those of us who believe in the Jeffer
spect. I insert_ herewith a news item not, as a matter of law, under the deci- sonian principle of States rights feel in
from the Atlanta Journal of February sion of the Supreme Court and without nately that this great problem of the 
20, 1956, captioned "Catholic Solons lg- any further legislation such as the administration of our schools should rest 
nore Prelate on Race Plea": amendment to be proposed by the gen- with our States and I think those of us 
CATHOLIC SoLoNs IGNORE PRELATE ON RAc:E: tleman from New York, [Mr. POWELL], from the South are doing this Nation a 

· PLEA these funds should not be withheld. disfavor if we do not point out a fact, 
. NEW ORLEANS, February 20.-A group of Now, I was intrigued by the statements however unpleasant it may be, which is . 

Catholic lawmakers Monday proceeded with made about Mr. Lincoln, especially those · that our people are not in sympathy with 
plans to prevent integration of Louisiana f where Lincoln criticized the Dred Scott this Supreme . Court decision. We feel 
Catholic sc~ools, despite ~ pastoral letter · decision and suggested that perhaps he that the administration of our · schools 
from Archbishop Joseph Rummel condemn- . . · tt t · 
ing segregation as morally wrong and sin- had a right, oftent~~es a duty, as a is a ma er hat should rest with our 
ful. lawyer and as a ·citizen to oppose a States. 

The 6-page letter was read at an masses Supreme Court decision in which he did Specifically I want to congratulate the 
Sunday in the 120 churches throughout the not believe but that after one, two, three, · gentleman for introducing legislation 
archdiocese of· New Orleans and clearly in- or several decisions then it_ "would be that would keep the Federal courts froni 
dicated the archbishop intends t? .end segre- somewhat revolutionary to suggest that the administration of our schools. The 
gation in ~hurch a~d school facil1t1es as soon they should not be followed . gentleman :wm· recall that .I have intro-
as a special conumttee completes its study · · t duced similar legislation. I should li'ke of the problem. · Mr. FORRESTER. I do no have too 
. The archbishop gave no· hint when that much time to yield, but I thank the gen- to ask the distinguished gentleman from 

would be, but church spokesmen previously tleman for catching what I said. Georgia if he knows whether. or not we 
have used the target date of sometime after Mr. METCALF. May I co·ntinue for a will have an opportunity of an early 
September 1956. · . moment? hearing on his bill which I think is a 

_Representative E. W. Gravolet, Jr., of . . . . very good bill. 
Plaquemines Parish said the pastoral letter . ~r. FORRESTER. My time IS very Mr. FORRESTER. That I am not 
would have no effect on his group's plans to hmited. , 
restore parochial schools to Louisiana's 1954 Mr. METCALF. I ,understand it is, prepared to answer now, but I do Want 
school segregation laws when_ the legislature but the gentleman was kind · enQugh to . to take t~is tithe to thank the gentle
meets in May t· d' · d I Id l"k man for introducing a companion bill 

The State's.segregation laws were declared :e~u~o~ ~Yth~s~~s~~o~~d~~ andwi~ ri~hi and for the .s?lendid :;tssistan.ce he has
unconstitutional last Wednesday by a 3-jU:dge perspective. 1 want to say tO the ·gen- r~ndered me .m t.he. preparation of my 
Federal · appeals court, which ordered .New bill d g tt t t tl H 

· Orleans· public schools to be.gin carrying out tleman from Georgia that I agree whole- , · • an . e ip.g i m 0 1e ouse. 
' the 1954 'Unitect' Sta\;,es Supr'eme Court de·- heartedly with the sta-tementS that were Mr. MATTHEWS. Mr. ·· Speaker, I 
· ·· cision ba~n~ng sci,10p1. ~egregat191;L . .. · made by Mr. Stevenson that this is a than~ the , gentle~an. . . . . 

· .. "We're g<;>ing to app.eal tha'~ <;1.ecisio~," said matter that should no_t be . handled . by .. Mrs. _ ~LI'.J:CH? Mr. Speaker, will the 
. Gravolet in behalf of other catholic law- force, and I hope that the administra-· gentleman yield. . . . 

.i?£J.~ers. su~p01:~ing h~s J_:)ropO§ed biil, ~o head tion will clarify, by probing the Supreme . Mr, F,O~RES~R .. ,Mr. Sp~~ker •. I .am 
~tt; parochial ~chool ~ntegratiqn . . "If the ap,- Court's decision,· some . of the matters . glad .t? yield to. the ~entlewoman from 

· peal fails then we'll come up with some new Georgia · 
,. ·segregation laws. Catholic s'chools definitely surrounding it before we ·even use execu- . L · 

· ' ·will 'be 'included. , · · · · · tive or administrative orders. And ·· I . Mrs. B ITCH. ~~· Sp~aker,. I should 
"It's a inattei of Justice. catliouc schools hope this congress will ~lea:ve it to the ~ike · to say t<;> my distmgmshed collea.gu~ • 

·should be treated the same as public schools. administration and to the courts to work rom Ge?.rgia that I deeply a;.ppreciate 
Why discriminate against Catholic parents the question out before Congress tries to the er~dlte speech he h~s ma~e here 
and children?" · · · . _ . · . ' · d t 1 · 1 t· th 11 today. My only regret is that every 

Parochial schools were .removed from the a op any such . egis a ion as e Pow~ . Member' of this House is not present. 
' State's segregation plans at the ·insistence amendmen~ whether .on the ~chool bill, -The g~ntleinan h'as gone into this sub-
of Archbi.shop: ~ummel. , . on the agricultural bill, Pubhc La:w 815 ject with such complete understanding 

The archdiocese is the largest in the Deep · or any of these other acts before the and such a great show of intelligence 
South with a Catholic popti~ation 'of more Congress. . that I feel there is nothing more ·that 

. than a half million. More than'half of the Mr. FORRESTER. I thank the gen- any of us could add to complete the 
south's Catholics 'and about one-fifth of .the tleman for th~t statem~nt,_ ~nd I am statement he has made. But with re
Nation's Negro Catholics live in Loui'siana. glad the g.entleman wa~ hst7~mg. And, spect to his appeal, at the conclusion of 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, will the I am gla~ the ge~~lemai: said _he. ~s~d -his spe'ech, ~o ' all the Nation for sym-
gentleman yield? ' · ' the question; that the gentleman was pathetic understanding of the .situation 

. _Mr. FO~STER. · I yi~Ld, to the gep.;- ... J1ot saying it was his opinion but-15iinp.Iy in thi:(South, may Isay that sympathetic r 

tleman from Georgia. . , -· posed it as ldegal question. · ·: · ·. understanding of the situat·ioil means 
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sympathetic understanding of ourselves 
no matter what part of this Nation we 
come from. -The day has long . passed 
when' we can afford to substitute irre
sponsibility for clear facts. We cannot 
be politically irresponsible .any more. 

Yesterday I had the great pleasure 
of spending the day in Georgia. I ap
peared at the lOOth anniversary celebra
tion of the coµnty of Berrien. I spoke 
there to thousands of people for some 45 
minutes. I dwelt on the great love of 
the South not just for the South but for 
this Union, this country of ours. I 
warned the colored citizens of our State 
that they must not listen to the voices 
of false idols that are tempting them to 
destroy completely the terrific advance 
they have made in their own welfare, in 
their relations with one another, ~nd in 
their relations -with us, their white 
friends, in the past number of years. 

At the conclusion of that speech there 
were hundreds of people who came up to 
me with tears streaming down their 
cheeks and said, "We are with you. Take 
the· message back. to the other Repre
sentatives in Congress to tell the other 
people in this Nation for heaven's sake_ 
not to sacrifice principle, the principles 
of this great Government, for political 
expediency in any section of this Nation. 
Let us all stand together united, as we 
have tried to do so valiantly since the 
unfortunate War Between the States." 

I thank the gentleman for his wonder:..
ful speech and for the opportunity he 
has given me to comment upon it. 

Mr. FORRESTER. I thank the gen
tlewoman from Georgia, and I want her 
to know that I receive much confidence 
and satisfaction out of her statement · 
that she endorses the remarks I have 
made, because in my heart what I want 
to do is reflect the sentiments of my 
people and the people all over the United 
States of America. 

Mr. DA VIS of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FORRESTER: I am delighted t.o 
yield to my colleague and friend, the 
gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. DA VIS of Georgia. May I say to 
the distinguished gentleman from Geor
gia who has just addressed the House 
that I appreciate the message he has · 
brought us. I know of my own personal 
knowledge that the gentleman is a for
mer ·solicitor general with a great record 
of service to the people of his judicial 
circuit in that capacity. I know that 
the gentleman is a close student of the 
law and of the Constitution of the· United 
States. I know also that he is not a 
man who· by nature is quarrelsome. He 
is a man who, when the occasion re
quires it, will rise to his feet and state 
his convictions and will do it in no un
certain terms. · 

Mr. Speaker, I commend the distin
guished gentleman for the facts he has 
brought to us today about the speeches 
of Abraham Lincoln. 'I11e speeches of 
Mr. Lincoln have been quoted out of 
context in many instances to support 
positions which Mr. Lincoln actually did 
not suppart. I appreciate that the gen
tleman has done the research necessarjr 
to bring to us today with reference to 
some· of these issues the true position 
of Mr. Lincoln. I think it.will be worth-

while to. .the .Congress and. to the coun
try that these facts have been brought 
forth today. I want to · thank the gen .. 
tleman also for the courage he has dis-· 
played at this particular time in stat-... 
ing the facts relating to some of, the 
issues. which plague us to sil'ch· an extent 
today. There were some of us who as 
long as 5 years ago took the floor in 
this body to point out that the Supreme 
Court of the United States was prepar
ing to usurp legislative functions; was 
preparing to change the law, which func
tion belongs exclusively to Congress, and 
was preparing to amend the Constitu
tion, which function belongs only to this 
Congress and to the States. What we 
are seeing take place today, which the 
gentleman has pointed out to us, is 
merely the result of that unwarranted 
action on the part of the Federal Su
preme ·court. The people of this coun
try do not intend to let the Supreme 
Court of the United States become a 
dictator. The people do not intend to 
have the rights of the States taken 
away from them by any unwarranted 
action of the Supreme Court. If this 
policy is persisted in, you are going to 
see even more tumult and turmoil than 
has occurred up to this time. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman 
for what he has said and I commend 
him for making .this learned speech to 
us today. 

Mr. FORRESTER. May I say to the 
gentleman from Georgia that I do not 
know of anyone who has more coura
geously faced up to these issues than 
the gentleman from Georgia? If my 
colleague approves of anything that I 
have said or done here today, it is a 
source of much satisfaction to me. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. FORRESTER. I yield to my good 
friend and colleague, the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. LANHAM]. 

Mr. LANHAM. I commend . my col
league for his splendid presentation of 

·the position of the South. I wish that 
the people of other sections of the coun
try could realize just how difficult our 
problem is. I wish they could realize 
that we are not trying to keep the negro 
in subservience; that we believe they 
should have all their legal rights; but 
we do object to the mingling of the races 
socir.lly and in our schools because we 
know it is going to mean a m<>ngrel race. 
I commend the gentleman for the way 
he has presented the facts this afternoon. 
The gentleman was an able solicitor 
general in his State. He knows about 
the prosecution of the three cases that 
he has told you about today. I agree 
with my colleague from Georgia [Mr. 
DAVIS] that as bad as that decision was 
and as wrong as it was on the matter of 
segregation in our schools, it is realized 
by legal minds everywhere that it was 
fund~.mentally wrong in a deeper legal 
sense in that it was legislative in nature 
and a usurpation of the powers of the 
Congress by the Supreme Court. A 
couple of ·weeks ago, I inserted in the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD an editorial taken 
·rrom the Wall Street Journal in which 
that most conservative newspaper criti.;. 
cized the Supreme Court not for this re
cent decision with. reference to segrega- · 

ti on, but for the decision in which they 
held that the Federal Government had 
the right to regulate the ·collection of 
natural gas at the wellhead. Now I 
know nothing apout the s0undness of 
that decision because I have not studied 
it, but the Wall Street Journal made the 
point that the Supreme Court was 
usurping the legislative power of the 
Congress. That is the fundamental issue 
in this whole problem. A very distin
guished former judge of the United 
States circuit court of appeals, Judge 
Sibley, who is retired now but whose 
mind is as keen as ever, recently made 
this statement to me: '.'The older judges 
are concerned because the present-day 
judges tend to decide the law not as it is 
but as they think it ought to be." 

As this fine old southern gentleman 
said to me, "whatever judge or court 
does that is legislating.· · It seems to 
me that like all of our problems in the 
South-and this problem will pass as all 
others have passed-this problem will 
be solved by the understanding, calm 
people, by moderate people of our Na
tion, and it will be settled properly. I 
do not know what the solution is, myself; 
but eventually it will be settled. But 
if the Supreme Court continues to usurp 
the power of Congress, then our way of 
life is doomed. 

Mr. FORRESTER. I certainly thank 
the gentleman. The gentleman is a 
splendid lawyer, a man of fine reputation 
and standing, and I get much comfort 
out of the fact that he agrees with me 
in what I have attempted to say. 

Mr. FLYNT. Mr. Speaker, will the 
genleman yield? 

Mr. FORRESTER. I will be glad to 
yield to my colleague from Georgia. 

Mr. ·FLYNT. I want to commend my 
distinguished and courageous colleague 
from Georgia for bringing this matter 
to the .floor of the House. t know he did 
so after careful preparation. I know he 
did so after carefully weighing and 
studying the words with which he 
brought this message to the :floor~ I 
would like to add, if I may by way of 
emphasizing some of the things that the 
gentleman has said: The Supreme Court 
decision handed down on Black Monday, 
the 17th of May 1954 did more to destroy 
the progress that had been made in race 
relations in the South than anything 
that has happened in the past 80 years. 
The U. S. News & _World Report, in· a 
current issue, carries an article based on 
questions asked and · answers given by· 
15 newspaper editors and publishers of 
the South, including white newspaper 
editors and publishers and Negro editors 
and publishers alike, and without excep
tion each of them said that the progress 
which had been made toward an early 
solution of this problem is worse now 
than it was 2. years ago. Every ·one of 
them placed the blame for this worse sit
uation on the decision of the Supreme 
Court. Mr. Speaker, as a ·1awyer, as a 
man whose ·adult life has been .devoted 
to the practice of law, I am of the firm 
opinion that the decision in the school 
cases, handed down on May 17, 1954, may 
be marked as the beginning of the de
cline and fall of the United States of 
America, because . it was inost definit~ly 
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the beginning of the end of constitu
tional law on the basis of legal precedents 
heretofore established; It is the first 
time in the history of that great Court 
that it ·ever completely disregarded 80 
years of judicial precedents and ad
mittedly based that decision on the 
sociological writing of a Swede by the 
name of Gunnar Myrdahl. The Court 
in that case could not quote any legal 
precedents for the decision which it 
handed down. They had to go outside of 
the judicial precedents from the Su
preme Court of the United States and 
the court of last resort of every State in 
the Union. They had to completely over
turn 80 years of established judicial 
precedents, and base that decision on 
sociological and psychological grounds. 

Mr. Speaker, if the time ever comes 
that our laws are disregarded and cast 
into the discard in order that the Su
preme Court of the United States, or any 
other court can usurp the powers of leg
islation, then, when that day comes our 
sacred form of constitutional govern
ment which we love, which we respect, 
and which we revere will be gone and 
will be gone forever . . It will be like the 
tomb and the grave: Once it receives its 
victim it never returns him or gives him 
back. 

Mr. FORRESTER. I thank the gen
leman very much. The gentleman him
self was a prosecuting attorney just as ·I 
was, and he also served as president of 
the Georgia Bar Association. I appreci
ate the fine contribution he has made; 

Mr. DORN of South Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FORRESTER. I yield to the gen
tleman from South Carolina. 
Mr~ DORN of South Carolina. Mr. 

Speaker, I want to remind the House 
that Lincoln also said that those who re
main silent when they should speak out 
makes cowards of men, or something 
along that line; ·so I want to compliment 
the gentleman from Georgia for so ably 
expressing his convictions and speaking 
out. 

I can say to the gentleman from 
Georgia that the people of South Caro
lina, the vast, overwhelming majority of 
them agree with the statements ex
pressed by my distinguished and able col
league from Georgia. And at this point 
I want to take the opportunity to con
gratulate the entire American people of 
all of the 48 States of this great Union 
for not solving its racial and religious 
differences as the racial and religious dif
ferences of the Middle East are being 
solved today by mass killings, strife, and 
threat of general war. I was told when 
there a few years ago that a hundred 
thousand people have been killed and 
many more wounded in the Near East in 
the last 10 years because of racial and re
ligious differences. 

I was told in Karachi, Pakistan, that 
1 million people have been killed since 
the close of World War II because of re
ligious differences between the Moslems 
and the Hindus. My driver in Karachi 
told me that his own wife and children 
were burned to death before his very eyes 
because he differed with the other crowd 
in religion. 

I am glad that America fs not· today 
solving its religious and racial problems 

as are being solVed in that area of the Mr. FORRESTER. I thank the gen-
world. tleman very much. 

Also I could point out South Africa Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Speaker, will 
where a thousand people have been killed the gentleman yield? · 
recently-purely on racial grounds. Mr. FORRESTER. I yield to the 

I think the United States of America gentleman from Alabama [Mr. AN
can point to its record with pride. Every DREWS]. 
single American State and every Ameri- · Mr. ANDREWS. I want to command 
can city, should be proud of and adver- the gentleman for his fine statement. I 
tise, this record in America, but the South share the view he has of our Supreme 
should be particularly proud. Let us Court. I believe I can correctly say that 
continue our record of racial tolerance, 90 percent of the good lawyers of Ameri
o! respect for the other man's religion can men who have studied law, today 
and respect for the other man's rights. have no respect for the ability of the 
We have made in America both North members of the Supreme Court. I have 
and South, East and West, a better rec- been in the Congress for 12 years. We 
ord along that line than any other coun- have spent half the time since I have 
try, or any other region of the world that been here correcting the illegal, unwise 
I know of, and I hope and pray we will decisions rendered by the Supreme 
not resort to the methods being adopted Court. Now we are concerned with the 
and resorted to in the Near and Middle decision in the school case. Two years 
East at this very moment because of ago we were concerned with the tide
racial belief and religious prejudice. The lands oil case. That Court since 1935 
South can well point to our splendid has knocked down literally scores of old 
record with pride. I hope all Americans legal precedents that have been the law 
who really believe in our country will let of this land for a hundred or more 
us and help us continue to solve our prob- years. 
lems as the South has so wonderfully One of the Justices of that Court-he 
been doing for many years. is not on the bench now-made this 

Again l commend the distinguished statement with reference to one of the 
gentleman from Georgia for pointing out decisions in a dissenting opinion. He 
this insidious threat to American unity said that the thing that disturbed him 
and our national well-being. most about the Court was the trend that 

Mr. FORRESTER. I thank the gen- the Court was following, namely, repeal
tleman very much. I now want to yield ing or knocking down old legal prec
to the distinguished gentleman from edents. He said it was impossible for a 
Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS], a gentleman man to tell from day to day what the 
who has been in this fight in the heat of law was and that the opinion in that 
the day. I am happy and proud to be particular case reminded him of a- rail
able to yield to him. road ticket that had stamped on it: 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. "Good for this day and this train only." 
Speaker, the gentleman from Georgia What is the hope of those of us who 
has spoken with candor and courage. believe in States rights, who believe in 
He has told the truth, in spite of the the Constitution, who believe we should 
fact that he knows that it will bring have a country of laws and not a country 
down upon his head vilification, abuse, of men? The only hope I see is for the 
slander, libel, and every form of smear majority of those members of the ·Court 
from the radical and left-wing press of to fade away and for the appointees in 
this country. · the future to be better than they have 

I think the gentleman might well been in the past, especially the Chief Jus
point out that those who are farthest tice; according to the testimony of the 
removed from this problem and who are Vice President of the United States, the 
the most ignorant about it are the first school decision was political. It has been 
to come forward with solutions for it. my opinion all along that that decision 

They think that we, who are closest in the school case was a political decision. 
to the problem and who know most There is not one single legal authority 
about it, should be forced . to accede to cited in that case to uphold their final 
their desires, even if it means our own conclusion. It is politics headed by a 
self-destruction, the mongrelization of master politician, a man who was able 
our people, and the end of constitutional to carry water on both shoulders in his 
government. own State and get the nomination of both 

I want to congratulate the gentleman parties. Is that not a politician? 
also for pointing up the illegality o! the I want to commend the gentleman for 
recent Supreme Court decision. Of the courageous speech he has made and 
course, I can add nothing to what the say that it will take more than a Supreme 
gentleman has said on the subject, but Court decision to make your people and 
I would like to point out that it is a sad mine violate their own laws and customs 
day in this country when the United and do things in our schools that no 
States Supreme Court is so irresponsible member of the Court does in his own 
that its decisions can be attacked by family. Again I want to commend the 
reputable lawyers who, ih brief after gentleman. 
brief, show the illegality of their de- Mr. FORRESTER. I certainly thank 
cisions and not ha~e one single eminent my colleague. . 
or reputable attorney rise to defend the Mr. GRANT. Mr. Speaker, will the 
legality of the decisions which they ren- gentleman yield? 
dered. I challenge anyone in this House Mr. FORRESTER. I-yield to the gen-
or in the other body to come forth with a tleman from Alabama? 
legal defense of the Black Monday Court Mr. GRANT. Mr. Speaker, I see that 
decisions. They cannot be supported or my colleague's time is 'about up and I 
defended on the basis of law or judici~l do not want to trespass upon it at the 
precedents. · ·present time. · It seems · as if the Su-
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preme Court has been pretty well taken 
care of today. I do want to say to my 
colleague . that we in Alabama have the 
same problem that he has in Geo:i;gia. It 
is going to take time and patience to 
work it out. We are having some trouble 
at the present time which has been 
brought about in my own district largely 
by a man not too far removed from this 
Chamber today. The people who are 
sutiering are those whom he says he 
wishes to help. In discussing this deci
sicm of the Supreme Court, other sec
tions might laugh at our plight today, 
but tomorrow it will be some other sec
tions of our country who are, I am sure, 
.dedicated to States rights and the prin
ciples of self-government the same as 
we. I just want to say that I approve 
of every word that the gentleman has 
spoken and congratulate and commend 
him upon this great address. 

Mr. FORRESTER. I certainly appre
ciate that statement from my friend. 

Mr. WINSTEAD. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FORRESTER. I yield to the gen
.tleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. WINSTEAD. I, too, wish to con
gratulate the gentleman from Georgia 
£Mr. FORRESTER] on the wonderful 
speech he has made here today. He is 
one of the most able and conscientious 
Members of the House. I just hope that 
the solid thinking people f roqi all sec
tions of our country will recognize the 
truth of · the statement he made here 
today. I concur with what he had to 
say and he certainly speaks the senti
ment of the vast majority of the white 
people not only in Georgia and Mis_sis
sippi but in other Southern States. 

Mr. FORRESTER. I thank the gen
tleman. 

GENERAL LEAVE TO EXTEND 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
all Members who took part ·in this de• 
bate with the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. FORRESTER] . may be permitted to 
revise and extend their remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle
man from Mississippi? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. FORRESTER. Mr. Speaker, I 

ask unanimous consent that all Members 
may extend their remarks at this point 
in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore £Mr. 
METCALFl. Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. FORRESTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. SELDEN] may extend 
his remarks at this point. 

Mr. SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Georgia? · 

There was no objection. 
Mr. SELDEN. Mr. Speaker, my col

league from Georgia mentioned in the 
fine statement he has just made the re
cent disturbances that took place at the 
University of Alabama. This institution 
is located in the congressional district 
that I have the privilege to represent. 

Reports concerning the admittance of 
two Negro women to the University of 

Alabama have not always presented the 
complete record. . 

Let me cite a specific instance relating 
to Pollie Anner Myers Hudson, one of 
the two who recently sought admittance 
to the University of Alabama. In the 
February 20 issue of Time magazine, 
on page 40, it is stated that Pollie Anner 
Myers Hudson was denied admission "on 
grounds of 'her conduct and marital rec
ord' (she is involved in a divorce 
action), ... " 

This statement, to say the least, omits 
many of the pertinent facts in her case. 
Let me now quote to you from the Feb
ruary 13 issue of the news magazine 
South: 

Pollie Anner Myers, unmarried and preg
nant, applied for admission the third week 
in September 1952. Two months later, No
vember 14, 1952, she married Edward Hudson, 
whose 3-year sentence for burglary had been 
revoked in Jefferson County in 1948. Six 
months and 4 days after the marriage 
Pollie Anner Myers Hudson gave birth on 
May 18, 1953, to a male child. It was a 
norinal birth, length of pregnancy was 40 
weeks. 

Henry Myers, the woman's father, was sen
tenced from Elmore County on September 
26, 1938, for 1 year and a day for possession 
of a still and manufacture of whisky. Ed
ward Hudson, from whom the Associated 
Press reported she was separated and seek
ing a divorce, was sentenced to 3 years in the 
penitentiary February 14, 1947, for daytime 
burglary of an uninhabited dwelling in Jef
ferson County. Probation was revoked Oc
tober 8, 1948, and sentence was imposed. 
He was sentenced for a year and a day on 
August 28, 1948, on another charge of bur
glary of an uninhabited dwelling. 

To substantiate these facts, the maga
zine South printed in the same issue a 
photostatic copy of the marriage license 
of Pollie Anner Myers Hudson and her 
husband, Edward Hudson, as well as a 
photostatic copy of the birth certificate 
of her child. 

I regret to say that I have never seen 
these unpleasant but significant facts 
published by the press at large. 
. The University of Alabama, now in its 
125th year of operation, has a proud and 
distinguished record in the field of edu
cation. From its halls have graduated 
many men and women of distinction. 

I am quite certain the University of 
Alabama is orily one of many great insti
tutions in this country which would not 
have admitted a student, white or col
ored, under the same conditions that 
existed in the case of Pollie Anner Myers 
Hudson. 

Mr. BROWN of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
I want to congratulate the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. FORRESTER] on the 
able speech he has just made. It shows 
that he has given a lot of study to the 
subject he discussed. I hope all the 
Members who are not present today will 
read his remarks in the RECORD because, 
as he has plainly pointed out, the 
Supreme Court in the segregation case 
and many other cases in recent years 
failed to follow judicial precedent and 
the Constitution in its decisions. 

The Supreme Court should interpret 
the law as what it is and not what they 
think it should be, as someone has said. 

Our- Founding Fathers believed not 
only in a balance of powers between 
different branches of the Federal Gov-

ernment, but also believed in a restric· 
tion on the abuse of Federal power 
through the exercise of certain govern
mental functions by the various States. 
. I hope that the people in other sec
tio™> of the country besides the South 
will appreciate the danger of interfering 
with States rights as was done in the 
segregation case. 

SUBVERSIVE CHARACTER OF 
NAACP 

The SPEAKER pro tempore <Mr. 
MARSHALL). Under previous order of the 
House, the gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. GATHINGS] is recognized for 45 
minutes. 

Mr. GATHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consc::nt to revise and extend 
my remarks and include citations of the 
House Committee on Un-American Ac
tivities and other pertinent data. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ar-
kansas? · 

There was no objection. 
Mr. GATHINGS. Mr. SPEAKER, on 

February 3, the Memphis Commercial 
Appeal carried an article written by Paul 
Malloy quoting from an interview with 
Thurgood Marshall, Negro special 
counsel for the National Association for 
the Advancement of Colored People. In 
the article it was st~ted, and I quote: 

The meeting sponsored by the Memphis 
NAACP chapter heard Marshall angrily deny 
claims his organization is Communist 

. tainted. 

Marshan · said: 
. Edgar Hoover, boss _ o! the FBI, says we 

are not subversive. Our conventions hav-, 
been addressed by Harry Truman, and Presi
dent Eisenhower ·and Vice President Richard 
Nixon. 

Subsequently, on Tuesday, February 
21, 1956, Frederick Woltman, Scripps
Howard staff writer, writing in the 
Washington Daily News, stated, and I 
quote: 

The country's largest Negro organization, 
which has been accused of working in league 
With Communists by white citizens councils 
in the South, has taken steps to head otf 
the move. 

Eacho! the 1,300 local branches and youth 
councils of the National Association !or the 
Advancement of Colored. People (NAACP), 
has received a stern warning that the Com
munists are making intensive efforts to 
infiltrate the nationwide civil rights as
sembly here in Washington March 4-6. 

Roy Wilkins, NAACP executive secretary, 
directed units of his organization to exercise 
special care in selecting delegates to avoid 
any possibility that the assembly wm be 
captured by le!twing individuals and groups. 

"Otherwise," Mr. Wilkins said, "The whole 
civil rights movement will receive a black 
eye and we will get very little attention, i! 
any, by Congress." 

.. The Communist Party in the Dally Worker 
iast week ofticially called for support of the 
mass lobby. · 

. -
Which of these statements are we to 

believe-the statement of Thurgood 
Marshall, made in Memphis on Feb
ruary 3, which would lead the people of 
the · country to believe that the NAACP 
is free of subversive influences, or are w~ 
to . believe the article of Mr. Woltman 
dated February 21? It seems to m.e that 
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if the NAACP is free of subversive in
fluences on February 3, there would be 
no need to issue a warning about inten
sive efforts to infiltrate on February 21. 

The issue of the Daily Worker which 
Mr . . Woltman refers to in his article is 
dated Tuesday, February 14. In it an 
editorial appears, and I quote: 

The great debate Will · go on. But the 
Negro people and other democratic forces 
will not lose sight of the primary require
ment for action: Demand that Eisenhower 
and Brownell act to enforce civil rights in 
t .he South. Support the mass lobby for civil 
rights in Washington March 4, 5, and 6. 

Roy Wilkins, NAACP executive secre
tary, would have th,e people of the Nation 
believe that the NAACP has just been 
marked as a Communist target for in
filtration. 

In 1925 the Communist line as pub
lished by the Daily Worker Publishing 
Co. in the official J;"eport of the American 
Communist Party's fourth national con
vention }1eld in Chicago, Ill., August 
21-30, the party was directed to pene
trate the NAACP. 

Even in this organization (NAACP), .under 
present circumstances, it is permissible and 
necessary for selected Communists (not the. 
party membership as a whole) to enter its 
conventions and. to make proposals calcu.., 
lated to enlighten the Negro masses under 
1-ts -influence as to the nature and necessity 
of . the class . struggle-

The rep,ort :reads. . 
. Now, let us look at this fellow Wilkins~ 
He seems to ,be greatly disJ;u:r:b~d ·about 
this issue of Coinniunist . infiltration _of 
the NAACP b'ecause of its effect being 
the whole ·civil-rights · movement will 
receive ' a black eye: . Here is the ·-record 
from the files of the Committee on 'Un
American Activities, United-states House 
of Representatives·: - . . 

FEBRUARY 13, l956. 
Subject: -R6y Wilkins, -national adminis
. trator and executive secretary, NAACP: 

1954. 
The public records, _files and_ publications 

of this committee contain the following in
formation concerning. the subject individual. 
This report should not be construed as rep-: 
resenting the results of an investigation by 
or findings of this committee. It should be 
noted that the individual is not necessarily a: 
Communist, a Communist sympathizer, or 
a fellow-traveler unless otherwise indicated. 

The Daily Worker of July 15, 1949 (p. 5). 
in an article datelined Los Angeles, July 14, 
reported that "Roy Wilkins, a.cting secretary 
of the National Association for the Advance
ment of Colored People, told a press confer
ence • • • he voted for Benjamin J. Davis, 
Negro Communist, at the last election. Da
vis is now on trial for his Communist beliefs, 
along with 11 other national Communist 
Party leaders in New York City. Wilkins, 
however, refused any comment on the trial 
itself." The same information appeared in 
the Daily People's World of July 13, 1949 
(p. 1). 

Mr. Wilkins was a member of the national 
committee, International Juridical Associa
tion, ·as was shown on the leaflet entitled 
"What is the IJA?" and a letterhead of the 
group dated May 18, 1942; he was identified . 
as being from New York State. The special 
Committee on Un-American ,flctivities cited 
the International Juridical Association as "a 
Communist front and an offshoot of the In
ternational Labor Defense" report 1311 of 
March 

0

29, 1944); the Committee on Un
American Activities cited the organization as 
having "actively def.ended Communists .and 

consistently followed the Communist Party 
line" (report dated September 17, 1950, p. 
12). 

A letterhead of the Conference on Pan 
American Democracy dated November 16, 
1938, contains the name of Roy Wilkins in 
a list of sponsors of that group, cited by the 
Attorney General as subversive and Commu
nist (press releases of June 1 and September 
21, 1948; also included on his consolidated 
list released Apfil 1, 1954); the special Com
mittee on Un-American Activities cited the 
Conference as a Communist-front organiza
tion wl:Uch defended Carlos. L·uiz · Prestes, a 
Brazilian Communist ·leader and former 
member of· the executive committee of the 
Communist International (report 1311 of 
March 29, 1944; also cited .in report dated 
June 25, 1942). 1 • 

According to the Daily Worker of Septem
ber 24, 1937 (p. 6), Roy Wilkins was one of 
the sponsors of a joint meeting of the Amer
ican League Against War and Fascism and 
the American Friends of Chinese People. 

The American League Against War and 
Fascism was cited by the Attorney General 
as subversive and Communist (press re
leases of December 4, 1947 and September 
21, 1948; also consolidated list of April 1, 
1954); it had previously been cited by the 
Attorney General as a. "Communist-front 
organization" (in re Harry Bridges, May 28; 
1942, p. 10) ; and as "established in the 
United States in an· effort to create public 
sentiment on behalf of a foreign policy 
adapted to the interests of the .soviet 
Union." (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, vol. 88, pt. 
6, p. 7442, ) The special Committee on 
Un-American Activities. cited the ·Ameri.; 
can League • • • as "completely under the 
control of Communists" (reports of March 
29, 1944; January 3, 1939; January 3, 1940;· 
and June 25, 1942) . American Friends of 
the Chinese People was also cited by the spe
cial Committee on Un-American Activities 
as a Communist-front organization (report 
of March 29, 1944). · 

The Daily Worker of January 23, 1937 
(p. 8), reported that Roy Wilkins apoke for 
the International Labor ·Defense in Brooklyn; 
The International Labor Def.ense was cited 
by the Attorney · General as the legal arm: 
of the Communist Party and ·as subversiv~ 
and Communist. ('CeNGRESSIONAL RECORD, 
vol. 88, pt. 6, p. 7446; and press release.s 
of June 1 and September 21, 1948; also in
cluded on consolidated list released April 1, 
1954.} The special Committee on Un-Ameri• 
can Activities cited the ILD as the legal arm 
of the Communist Party (reports of Janu
ary 3, 1939; January 3, 1940; June 25, 1942; 
and March 29, 1944); the Committee on Un
American Activities also cited the group in a 
report released September 2, 1947. 

Roy Wilkins spoke at a New York State 
convention of the Workers Alliance,. as re
ported in the Daily Worker of February 11, 
1939 (p. 1), and February 7, 1939 (p. 5). 
The Workers Alliance was cited as a Com
munist-penetrated organization and later 
as subversive and Communist by the At
torney General (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, VOL 
88, pt. 6, p. 7443, . and press releases 
of December 4, 1947, and September 21, 1948; 
included on consolidated list released April 1, 
1954). The special committee cited the 
Workers Alliance as among the successes in 
the Communist-front movements (report 
dated January 3, 1939; also cited in reports of 
January 3, 1940; June 25, 1942; and March 
29, 1944). 

In an article by Blaine Owen which ap
.peared in the Daily Worker of June 17, 1936 
(p. 1), entitled "1936 Communist Party Con
vention Significant to Negroes," he stated: 
"The greatest . significant undoubtedly at
tends the 1936 convention of the Communist 
Party," Roy Wilkins, assistant national sec
retary of the :National .Association for the 
Advancement of Colored People and editor 
of the _Cr.isis, said today. "It must .be.patent 

to anyone who has kept track of the news 
that the political leftwing-and especially 
the Communist program-has been an· im
portant factor in bringing the plight of the 
Negro people, along with other underprivi
leged groups, more sharply to the attention 
of those parties which have been in power. 
• • • Nevertheless, there is no doubt in my 
mind that the program and demands of the 
Communists have had a very wholesome 
effect of the Negro people themselves. They 
have been· emboldened by tp.e basic and 
basically right demands put forth." This, it 
was pointed out to Wilkins, is what the Com
munist Party means when it bases its entire 
campaign on the proposal for, and toward 
the realization of the· broad ·People's Front. 
.He nodded. 

To understand the civil rights move
ment as propagated by the NAACP, I 
feel that a person must know something 
of the history and development of the 
Ameriean Negro movement here in the 
United States subsequent to the reC:On
struction period. 

In 1895, Booker T. Washington, presi
dent of Tuskegee Institute, Alabama. 
was selected to speak for the southern 
Negro at the Atlanta Exposition. Dr. 
Washington stated his position clearly 
and with great effect. I would like to 
quote several paragraphs · from Booker 
T. Washington's address which I feel sum 
up the entire philosophy enunciated by 
him and his group: · 

The wisest among my race understand that 
the agitation of questions of social equality 
is the extremest folly, and that progress in 
the enJoyment of all the privileges that will 
come .to us must .be the· result of severe and 
constant struggle rather than: of artificial 
forcing; No ·race that has anything to con
tribute ·to the markets of the world is long 
in any degree .ostracized .. It is important 
and right that all privileges of the law be 
ours, but it- is -vastly- more important that 
we be prepared for the exercises of these 
privileges. T-he opportunity to earn a dollar 
in a factory just now is worth infinitely more 
than the opportunity to.spend a dollar ·in an 
opera house. · · 

· Also: 
Cast it down in agricultural, mechan

ics, in commerce,.in domestic service, and in 
the professions. And in this connection it 
is well to bear in mind that what.ever other 
sins the South may be called t,o bear, when 
it comes to business, pure and simple, it is 
in the South that the Negro is given a man's 
chance in the co:mmercial world, and in 
nothing is this exposition more eloquent 
than in emphasizing this chance. Our great
est danger ls that in the !}reat leap from 
slavery to freedom we may overlook the fact 
that the masses of us are to live by the 
productions of our hands, and fail to keep 
in mind that we shall .prosper in proportion 
as we learn to · dignify and glorify common 
labor and put brains and skill into the 
common occupations of life; shall prosper 
in proportion as we learn to draw the line 
between the superficial and the substantial, 
the ornamental gewg.aws of life and the use
ful. No race can prosper till it learns that 
there is as much dignity in tilling a field as 
in writing a poem. It is at the bottom of life 
we must begi~. and not at the top. Nor 
~hould we permit our grievances to over
shadow our opportunities. 

There was an entirely di:fl'erent school 
'Of thought, however, which was headed 
by Dr. W. E. B. DuBois, of Atlantic Uni
versity. Dr. DuBois was a very bitter 
critic . of the Washingtonian movement, 
'which he ref erred to as "the Tuskegee 
machine." Dr. DuBois was the leader 
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of the Ieft:.wing element of American 
Negro Society which, in 1905, met at 
Niagara Falls, N. Y., and devised plans 
whereby complete social equality could 
be attained. This group was subse
quently called the Niagara movement. 

The Niagara movement was not very 
effective, because it was hampered by 
lack of funds. However, in 1908, a race 
riot occurred in Springfield, Ill., the home 
of Abraham Lincoln, which aroused the 
interest of the dormant abolitionist 
movement in the North. As a result of 
the feeling which was aroused by the 
Springfield race riots, William English 
Walling made a strong appeal for the 
emancipatiOn of the American Negro in 
the fields of political and social equality. 
This appeal later became the clarion for 
the formation of a new organization, 
called National Association for the Ad
vancement of Colored People, which 
joined the white liberals of the north
ern abolitionist traditions with the Negro 
liberals of the Niagara movement. 

Dr. DuBois. was one of the founding 
fathers of the present-day NAACP, 
which was founded in 1909. This Dr. 
DuBois, who broke a way from the Booker 
T. Washington group, was the leader 
of the Niagara movement. His record 
of citations fr.om the House Committee 
on Un-American Activities takes up 
nine pages single-spaced: 

FEBRUARY 21, 1956. 
Subject: Dr. W. E. B. DuBois, founder 

NAACP, leader Niagara movement. 
The public records, files, and publications 

of this committee contain the following in
formation concerning the supject individual. 
This report should not be construed as rep
resenting the results of an investigation by 
or findings of this committee. It should be 
noted that the individual is not necessarily 
a Communist, a Communist sympathizer, or 
a fellow-traveler unless otherwise indicated. 

The Worker (Sunday edition of the Com
munist publication, the Daily Worker) on 
April 27, 1947, reported that "almost 100 
Negro leaders, headed by W. E. B. DuBois, 
Paul Robeson, and Roscoe Dunjee, last week 
called upon President Truman 'to repudiate 
decisively' steps to 'illegalize the Communist 
Party.' • • • As Negro Americans • • * we 
cannot be unmindful that this proposal to 
outlaw the Communist Party comes precisely 
when our Federal Government professes 
grave concern over the democratic rights of 
peoples in far distant parts of the world" 
(p. 8 of the Worker). 

Dr. DuBois sponsored a statement attack
ing the arrest of Communist Party leaders 
(Daily Worker, August 23, 1948, p. 3); he 
sponsored a "Statement by Negro Ameri
cans" on behalf of the Communist leaders 
(the Worker of August 29, 1948, p. 11); he 
fl.led a brief in the Supreme Court on behalf 
of the 12 Communist leaders (Daily Worker, 
January 9, 1949, p. 3); he signed statements 
on behalf of Communist leaders, as shown 
in the following sources: Daily Worker, Jan
uary 17, 1949 (p. 3); February 28, 1949 (p. 
9) ; Daily People's World, May 12, 1950 
(p. 12); Daily Worker, September 19, 1950 
(p. 2) ; and in 1952, he signed an appeal to 
President Truman, requesting amnesty for 
leaders of the Communist Party convicted 
under the Smith Act· (Daily Worker, Decem
ber 10, 1952, p. 4); also an appeal on their 
behalf addressed to President Eisenhower 
(Daily People's World, November 17, 1954, 
p. 2). Dr. DuBois was one of the sponsors 
of the National Non-Partisan Committee to 
Defend the Rights . of the 12 Communist 
leaders, as shown on the back of their letter-
head dated Se~tember 9, 1949. -

A statement on behalf of Eugene Dennis, 
a Communist, contained the signature of 
Dr. DuBois, identified as an educator (Daily 
Worker of May 5, 1950, p. 2); he signed a 
telegram of the National Commitee To Win 
Amnesty for Smith Act Victims, greeting 
Eugene Dennis on his 48th birthday (Daily 
Worker, August 11, 1952, p. 3); Eugene Den
nis was formerly secretary general of the 
Communist Party. 

The Daily Worker of August 2, 1949 (p. 2), 
disclosed that Dr. DuBois endorsed Ben
jamin J. Davis, Jr., well-known Communist 
leader; he was honorary chairman of the 
Committee To Defend V. J. Jerome, chair
man, cultural commission of the Commu
nist Party, United States of America (letter
head dated June 24, 1952). A leaflet of the 
Civil Rights Congress (dated March 20, 1947) 
named Dr. DuBois as having defended Ger
hart Eisler, Communist. He was one of the 
sponsors of the Committee To Defend Alex
ander Tractenberg, former member of the 
national committee of the Communist Party 
(Daily People's World of April 17, 1952, p. 7; 
and the Daily Worker of April 18, 1952, p. 6) . 

The Daily Worker of February 16, 1948 (p. 
16), reported that some "80 leading New 
York civic leaders, trade unionists, and pro
fessionals yesterday joined Dr. William Jay 
Schieffelin, president emeritus of the citi
zens union, to demand the prompt seating 
of Simoµ W. Gerson to the city council seat 
made vacant by the death of Councilman 
Peter V. Cacchione, Brooklyn Communist. 
• • • The civic leaders' statement is directed 
to Mayor O'Dwyer and city council majority 
leader Joseph T. Sharkey. It is a reprint of 
a letter to the New York Times by Dr. 
Schieffelin in which he charges that the real 
reason for the refusal to seal German (sic. 
Gerson) is 'the current anti-Communist hys
teria.'" Dr. DuBois was named as having 
signed the statement. (See also advertise
ment in New York Times of February 19, 
1948, p. 13.) 

Dr. DuBois was a member of a committee 
formed to protest the arrest of Pablo Neruda, 
Communist Chilean senator and world fa
mous poet; he signed a statement of the 
organization in support of Nerucia. (Daily 
Worker of April 7, 1948, p. 13, and April 10, 
1950, p. 2, respectively.) He was sponsor of 
a reception and testimonial for Harry Sacher, 
defense attorney for the Communist leaders. 
(Daily Worker of December 5, 1949, p. 2.) 

When Earl Browder (then general secre
tary, Communist Party) was in Atlanta 
Penitentiary serving a sentence involving his 
fraudulent passports, the Communist 
Party's front which agitated for his release 
was known as the Citizens• Committee to 
Free Earl Browder (special Committee on 
Un-American Activities in Report 1311 of 
March 29, 1944); the Attorney General of 
the United States had cited the Citizens' 
Committee as Communist (CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD, vol. 88, pt. 6, p. 7447, and press re
lease of Apr. 27, 1949). Dr. DuBois was a 
member of the Citizens' Committee • • • in 
1942, as shown on their letterhead dated 
February 11, 1942; he sponsored a dinner o! 
the group, according to the Daily Worker of 
February 5, 1942, and signed the call to the 
National Free Browder Congress, as shown in 
the Daily Worker of February 25, 1942, pages 
1 and 4. 

A 1950 letterhead of the American Commit
tee for Protection of Foreign Born carries 
the name of Dr. W. E. B. DuBois in a list o! 
sponsors of that organization; the same in
formation appears on an undated letterhead 
·of the group, distributing a speech of Abner 
Green at the conference of December 2-3, 
1950;· a letterhead of the Midwest Committee 
for Protection of Foreign Born dated April 
30, 1951, names him as a national sponsor 
of the organization. He signed the group's 
statement opposing the Hobbs bill (Daily 
Worker, July 25, 1950, p. 4); he signed their 
statement opposing denaturaliz.ation (Daily 

Worker of August 10; 1950, p. 5) ; and signed 
a telegram prepared and· dispatched by the 
organization to the Attorney General of the 
United States, protesting holding nine non
citizens without bail under the McCarran 
Act. (Daily Worker of November 24, 1952, p. 
3.) He was also listed in the Daily Worker of 
O~tober 21, 1954 (p. 2) as one of 95 spon
sors of the National Conference to Defend 

· the Rights of Foreign Born Americans, to be 
held December 11 through 12 in New York 
City by the American Committee for Pro
tection of Foreign Born. 

The special committee cited the American 
Committee for Protection of Foreign Born as 
"one of the oldest auxiliaries of the Commu
nist Party in the United States" (report of 
March 29, 1944: also cited in report of June 
25, 1942); the Attorney General cited the 
organization as subversive and Communist 
(press releases of June 1 and September 21, 
1948; also redesignated pursuant to execu
tive order 10450, see consolidated list of 
April 1, 1954). 

"For years, the Communists have put forth 
the greatest efforts to capture the entire 
American Labor Party throughout New York 
State. They succeeded in capturing the 
Manhattan and Brooklyn sections of the 
American Labor Party but outside of New 
York City, they have been unable to win 
control" (Special Committee's Report 1311 
of March 29, 1944). Dr. DuBois spoke at a 
State conference of the American Labor 
Party (Daily Worker of December 12, 1950, p. 
5); he spoke at a dinner, April 18, opening 
the presidential campaign in New York City 
(Daily Worker of April 14, 1952, p. 8, an ad
vertisement; and the Daily Worker of April 
21, 1952, p. 1); he spoke at an election rally 
in Madison Square Garden, May 13, held 
under the auspices of the American Labor 
Party (Daily Worker of May 8, 1952, p. 8, 
an advertisement; and May 14, 1952, p. 1); 
and he spoke at an election rally in Madison 
Square Garden, October 27 (Daily Worker of 
October 22, 1952, p. 8, an advertisement; and 

.October 29, 1952, p. 2). 
The Daily Worker of March 29, 1948 (p. 7), 

named Dr. DuBois as a member of the 
Executive Board and of the Policy Commit
tee, Council on African Affairs; he signed the 
council's petition to the United Nations as 
shown in the Daily Worker of June 5, 1950 
(p. 4); drafted their statement against the 
policy of the United States in Korea (Daily 
Worker of July 25, 1950, p. 3) and spoke at 
the Council's conference on April 24 at 
Friendship Baptist Church in New York City 
(Daily Worker, April 23, 1954, p. 8 and AprU 
26, 1954, p. 6). The Attorney General cited 
the Council on African Affairs as subversive 
and Communist (press releases of December 
4, 1947, and September 21, 1948); also re
designated-consolidated list of April 1, 
1954. 

The Attorney General cited the Jefferson 
School of Social Science as an "adjunct of 
the Communist Party" (press release of De
cember 4, 1947); also redesignated-con
solidated list of April 1, 1954); the Special 
Committee reported that "at the beginning 
of the present year, the old Communist Party 
Workers School and the School for Democ
racy were merged into the Jefferson School 
of Social Science." (Report 1311 of March 
29, 1944.) Dr. DuBois was honored at the 
Jefferson School, as shown in the Daily 
Worker on February 1, 1951 (p. 2); it was 
announced in the Daily Worker on January 
2, 1952 (p. 7), that Dr. DuBois was scheduled 
to conduct a seminar on "Background of 
African Liberation Struggles" at the Jeffer
son School; the January 26, 1Q52, issue of 
the same publication (p. 7), named him as 
a faculty member of that school, as did the 
Worker, October 4, 1953 (p. 10) and the 
Daily Worker, October 14, 1953 (p. 8)-ad
vertisement. He signed statements on be
half of the Jefferson School as shown in the 
Daily Worker, November 25, 1953 (p. 2) and 
the Daily People's World, July 6, 1954 (p. 7) • . 
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In a report of the special committee, dated 

March 29, 1944, the National Council of 
American-Soviet Friendship · was . 9ited as 
having been, in recent months, the Com
munist Party's principal front for all things 
Russian (report dated March 29, 1944); the 
organization has been cited as subversive 
and Communist by the Attorney General 
(press releases of December 4, 1947, and Sep
tember 21, 1948; also redesigµated con- · 
solidated list of April 1, 1954). Dr. Du
Bois signed a statement of the national 
council in 1947 (Daily Worker, October 17, 
1947, p. 4); he signed the organization's 
statement protesting the Iron Curtain, as 

.reported in the Daily People's World on May 
20, 1948 (p·. 5); he sig~ed. a statement of 
the council, praising Henry ~a~lace's Open 
Letter to Stalin. in May 1948_ (from a pam
phlet entitled "How To End the Cold War 
and Build the Peace," p. 9); he signed their 
statement calling for a conference with the 
Soviet Union (Daily Worker, June 21, 1948, 
p. 3) ; he signeµ their Roll pan for Peace 
(Daily Worker of August 31, 1948, p. 5) ; · he 
sent greetings through the national council 
on the 31st anniverEary of the Russian Rev
olution (Daily :Worker, November 10, 1948, 
p. 11) ; he signed the council's appeal to the 
United States Government to end the cold 
war and arrange a conference with the Soviet 
Union (leaflet entitled "End the Cold War
Get Together for Peace," dated December 
1948); he spoke at the Congress on Ameri
can-Soviet Relations, December 3- 5, 1949, 
arranged by the national council and signed 
the council's letter to the American people, 
urging that a unified democratic Germany be 
established (Daily People's World, August 13, 
1952, pp. 4 and 6). 

A letterhead of the Conference on Peaceful 
Alternatives to the Atlantic Pact, dated Au
gust 21 , 1949, lists the name of Dr. W. E. B. 
DuBois as having signed an open letter of 
the organization, addressed to Senators and 
Congressmen, urging defeat bf President 
Truman's arms program; he answered a 
questionnaire of the Committee for a Demo
cratic Far Eastern Policy in favor of recogni
tion of Chinese Communist Government, as 
shown in Far' East Spotlight for December 
1949-January 1950 (p. 23). ' 

The Conference for Peaceful Alternatives 
to the Atlantic Pact was cit.ed as a meeting 
called by the Daily Worker in July 1949, to 
be held in Washington, D. C., and as having 
been instigated by "Communists in the 
United States (who) did their part in the 
Moscow campaign" (Committee on Un
American Activities in. Report 378 on the 
Communist "Peace" Offensive dated April 1, 
1951). The Committee for a Democratic Far 
Eastern Policy has been cited as Communist 
by the Attorney General (press r£lease of 
April 27. 1949); also redesignated-colfsolidat
ed list of April 1, 1954. 

A page of signatures from the Golden Book 
of American Friendship with the Soviet 
Union, "sponsored by American friends of 
the Soviet Union, and signed by hundreds of 
thousands of Americans," was published in 
the November 1937 issue of Soviet Russia 
Today (p. 79); the Golden Book was to be 
presented to President Kalinin at the 20th 
anniversary celebration. The page carried 
the title, "I hereby inscribe my name in 
greeting to the people of the Soviet Union 
on the 20th anniversary of the establishment 
of the Soviet Republic," and a facsimile of 
the riame, W. E. BJ-:puBois, appeared on that 
page. . ..... 

The Golden ~oOk-Vo.f American Friendship 
was cited as a :"" '!Communist enterprise" 
signed by "hundreds of well-known Com
munists and fellow travelers" (Special Com-

. mittee on Un-American Activities in Report 
1311 of March 29, 1944). 

A letterhead of the New York Committee 
To Win the Peace, dated June 1, 1946, con
tains the name of W. E. B. DuBois in a list 

. ,of New York committee members. The Na-

tional Committee To Win the Peace, with ference of the Congress, as reported in the 
which the New York committee is afilliated, Worker of January 2, 19.49 (p. 5); Dr. DuBois 
was cited as subversive and Communist by was defended by the Civil Rights Congress 
the United States Attorney General. (Press (Daily Worker, February 13, 1951, p. 3); he 
releases of December ~. 1947, and September signed the organization's open letter to J. 
21, 1948; also redesignated consolidated list Howard McGrath, United States Attorney 
of April 1, 1954.) General, on behalf of the four jailed trustees 

Dr. DuBois sponsored a petition of the of the bail fund of the Civil Rights Congress 
American Council for a Democratic Greece, of New York (advertisement "paid for by 
as disclosed by the Daily People's World of contributio~ of signers" which appeared in 
August .23, 1948 (p. 2); he signed· a state- the Evening. Star on October 30, 1951, p . 
ment of the same organization, condemning A-7); he participated in the organization's 
the Greek Government, as reported in the sixth anniversary din:ner in New York City, 
Daily Worker of September 2, 1948 (p. 7). March 26, 1952 (Daily Worker, March 28, 
The American Council for a Democratic 1952, p. 4). 
Greece has been cited as subversive and ' The Civil Rights . Congress was formed in 
Communist, an organization formerly known 1946. as a merger of two other Communist
as the Greek-American Council (Attorney .front organizatipns, the International Labor 
General of the United States in press re- Defense and the National Federation for 
leases of June 1 and September 21, 1948); Constitutional Liberties; it is "dedicated not 
also redesignated--consolidated list of April to the broader issues of civil liberties, but 

, 1, 1954. specifically to the defense of individual Com-
Dr. DuBois was a sponsor of a conference munists and the Communist Party" and 

of the National Council of Arts, Sciences, and . "controlled by individuals who are either 
Professions, October 9- 10, 1948, as shown members of the Communist Party or openly 
in a leaflet entitled "To Safeguard These. loyal to it" (Rept. 1115 of the Committee on 
Rights," published by the Bureau of Aca- Un-American Activities, dated September 2, 
demic Freedom of the National Council; Iii- 1947); the Attorney General cited the con
letterhead of the National Council (received gress as subversive and Communist (press 
for files January 1949) named him as a. releases of December 4, 1947, and September 
member-at-large of that organization; he 21, 1948); also redesignated-consolidated 
was named as vice chairman of the group list of April 1, 1954. 
on the leaflet, Policy and Program Adopted Dr. DuBpis spoke in Washington, D. c., 
by the National Convention, 1950; a letter- on May 9, 1947, under the auspices of the 
head of the same organization's southern 
California chapter, dated April 24, 1950, lists Washington Book Shop, as shown by a leaflet 

of the Book Shop, cited as subversive and 
him as a member-at-large of the national Communist by the Attorney General; it 
council; he was elec~ed vice chairman of had previously been cited by the Attorney 
the group in 1950 (Daily Worker, May l, General as follows: "Evidence of Communist 
1950, P· 12); a letterhead of the group dated penetration or control is reflected in the 
Jl,lly 28, 1950, names him as vice chairman . following: Among ·its stock the establish
of the group; he endorsed a conference on ment has offered .pro.minently for sale books 
equal rights for Negroes in the arts, sciences, and literature identified with the Communist 
and professions sponsored by the New York 
council of the Arts, Sciences, and Profes- Party and certain of its affiliates and front 
sions (Daily Worker, November 9 , 1951, p. organization" (press releases of December 
7); the call to the conference contained 4, 1947, and September 21, 1948; also redesig
the same information. A letterhead of the nated--consolidated list of April 1, 1954; and 
national council, dated Decembe~ 7, 1952, the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, vol. 88, pt. 6, p . 
named him as vice chairman. 7447). The ·special committee cited the 

The call to a Scientific and Cultural Con- Washington Book Shop as a Communist
ference ·for world Peace, issued by the Na- front organization (report of March 29, 
tional Council of the Arts, Sciences, and Pro- 1944 ) • 
fessions for New York City, March 25-27, The Workers Book Shop catalog for 
1949, as well as the conference program 1948 (p. 5), advertised Dr. DuBois' The 
(p. ·12), and the ·Daily worker of February World and Africa for sale; the 1949-50 cata-
21, 1949 (p. 9), named Dr. DuBois as one log (p. 11) advertised his Black Folk Then 
of the sponsors of that conference; he was and Now; the Worker for March 1, 1953 (p. 
a member of the program committee of the 16), carried an advertisement of Dr. DuBois' 
conference, honorary chairman of the panel books, The Battle for Peace and Black Re
at cultural and scientific conference (pro- construction on sale at the Workers Book
gram, p. 7), and spoke on the Nature of shop, New York City. The Workers Book 
Intellectual Freedom at that conference (p. Shops are a chain of Communist bookshops 
78 of the edited report of the conference which are official outlets for Communist 
entitled "Speaking for Peace"). literature. 

The National Council of the Arts, Sci- As shown on the following sources, Dr. 
ences, and Professions was cited as a Com- DuBois was a member of the Advisory Coun
munist-front organization by the Commit- cil of Soviet Russia Today: Letterhead of 
tee on Un-American Activities in its review the publication dated September 8, 1947; a. 
of the Scientific and Cultural Conference letterhead of September 30, 1947; and an 
for World Peace, released April 19, 1949; in undated letterhead received April 1948. The 
the same review, the Scientific and Cultural Daily People's World of November 6, 1952 
Conference was cited as a Communist front (p. 7), reported that Dr. DuBois had writ
which "was actually a supermobilization of · ten an article for the November issue of 
the inveterate wheelhorses and supporters of New world Review; and his article entitled 
the Communist Party and its auxiliary or- "Normal United States-China Relations" ap
ganizations." peared in the issue of August 1954 (pp. 

The Daily People's World of October 28, 13-15). He was also shown by the Daily 
1947 (p. 4), named Dr. DuBois as one of the Worker of October 20, 1954 (p. 7), as one 
sponsors of a national conference of the of those who attended the .annual banquet 
Civil Rights Congress in Chicago, November held by New World Review on October 14 
21-23, 1947; he sponsored their Freedom at which special tribute was naid to Mr. 
Crusade (Daily Worker, December 15, 1948, ana;.Mrs. Paul Robeson._ Soviet Russia Today 
p. 2); the Call to a Bill of Rights Con- has been cited as a Communist-front pub
ference, called by the Civil Rights Con- lication by the special committee in reports 
gress, for July 16-17, 1949, in New of March 29, 1944, and June 25, 1942; the 
York City, named him as one of the sponsors Committee on Un-American Activities also 
of that conference; the program of the cited it as a Communist-front publication 
National Civil Rights Legislative Conference, in a report dated October 23, 1949. Soviet 
Janauary 18-19, 1949, called by the Civil Russia Today changed its name to New 
Rights Congress, lists him as one of the con- World Review, effective with the March 1951 
ference sponsors; he was. chairman of a con- issue .. 
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~e Daily Worker of July 6, 1951 (p. · 7), 
reported that Dr. DuBois was author of the 
pamphlet, I Take My Stand for Peace, pub
lished by the New Country Publishers, official 
Communist Party publishing house whicP, 
has published the works of William Z. Foster 
and Eugene Dennis, Communist Party chair
man and executive secretary, respectively. 
(Committee on Un-American Activities in 
its report of May 11, 1948). 

In 1947 and 1948, Dr. DuBois was con
tributing editor on the staff of New Masses 
ma~azine and later of Masses and Main
stream. (New Masses, July 22, 1947, p. 2; 
Masses and Mainstream, March 1948, vol. 1, 
No. 1; and issue of August 1950, p. 1; June 
1954, inside front cover.) He contributed 
articles to the following issues of New Masses 
and Masses and Mainstream: New Masses 
for September 10, 1946 (p. 3) and June 10, 
1947 (p. 20); Masses and Mainstream for 
April 1951 (pp. 10-16); and February 1952 
(pp. 8-14). 

In 1940, Dr. DuBois signed New Masses 
letter to President Roosevelt as shown in 
New Masses for April 2, 1940 (p. 21); he was 
honored at a dinner in N~w York City, Jan
uary 14, 1946, arranged by New Masses and 
at which awards were made for greater inter
racial understanding (Daily Worker of Jan
uary 7, 1946, p. 11, cols. 1 and 2); the 
endorsed New Masses, as reported in the 
Daily Worker of April 7, 1947 (p. 11); he 
sponsored a plea for financial support of 
New Masses, as disclosed in the issue of that 
publication for April 8, 1947 (p. 9); he re
ceived the New Masses award for his con
tribution in promoting democracy and inter
racial unity at the publication's second an
nual awards dinner (New Masses of Novem
ber 18, ·1947, p. 7); the February 1953 issue 
of Masses and Mains:tream carried a chapter 
from Dr. DuBois' book, The Soul of Black 
Folk, written 50 years ago (Daily Worker, 
February 23, 1953', p. 7); he was author of 
In Battle for Peace, described as the story 
of his 83d birthday, and which was published 
by Masses and Mainstream (the Daily Worker 
of June 18, 1952, p. 7; Daily People's World 
of September 17, 1952, p. 7; the Daily Worker 
of September 23, 1952, p. 7; and the Worker 
of December 21, 1952, p. 7). 

The Attorney General of the United States 
cited New Masses as a Communist periodi
cal (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, vol. 88, pt. 6, p. 
7448); the special committee cited it as a 
nationally circulated weekly journal of the 
Communist Party. (Report of March 29, 
1944; also cited in reports of January 3, 1939 
and June 25, 1942.) Beginning with the 
March 1948 issue, New Masses and Main
stream (Marxist quarterly) consolidated 
into what is now known as Masses and 
Mainstream, with the announcement that 
"here, proudly, in purpose even if not 
in identical forll\, is a magazine that com
bines and carriers forward the 37-year-old 
tradition of New -Masses and the more re
cent literary achievement of Mainstream. 
We have regrouped our energies, not to retire 
from the battle but to wage it with fresh 
resolution and confidence" (Masses and 
Mainstream for March 1948, p. 3) . 

A letterhead of the Committee To Secure 
Justice in the Rosenberg Case, dated March 
15, 1952, carried the name of Dr. W. E. B. 
DuBois in a list of sponsors; he joined in a 
request of that committee for a new trial for 
Ethel and Julius Rosenberg (Daily Worker of 
June 12, 1952, p. 6); he participated in a rally 
October 23 in New York City, to demand 
clemency for the Rosenbergs (Daily Worker, 
Oct. 27, 1952, p. 8); he signed an amicus 
curiae brief presented to Supreme Court in 
Washington, D. C., urging a new trial for 
the Rosenbergs (Daily Worker of November 
10, 1952, p. 3; and the Daily People's World of 
November 13, 1952, p. 8). He wrote -an article 
entitled "A Negro Leader's Plea To Save 
Rosenbergs" (The Worker of November 16, 
1952, p. 3M); and the Daily Worker_ of Jan-

uary 21, 1953 (p. 7), reported that he had 
urged clemency for the Rosenbergs. 

The· Daily Worker of April 11, 1949 (p. 5), 
reported that Dr. DuBois was a member of 
the Sponsoring Cominittee of the World Peace 
Congress in Paris; he was cochairman of the 
American Sponsoring Committee Of the Con
gress, as disclosed on a leafiet entitled "World 
Congress for Peace, Paris,'' April -20-23, 1949, 
he was proposed as a candidate for the World 
Peace Prize, awarded by the World Peace 
Congress (Daily People's World of December 
7, 1951, p. 4); he was a member of the Ex
ecutive Committee of the J,Vorld Peace Con
gress (Daily Worker of September 14, 1950, 
p. 5) ; he was one of the sponsors of the 
Second World Peace Congress in Sheffield, 
England (Daily Worker of October 19, 1950, 
p. 3); he was elected to the Presiding Com
Inittee of the World Peace Congress (Daily 
Worker of November 17, 1950, p. 1); he was 
a member of the World Peace Council of that 
Congress (Daily Worker of November 24, 1950, 
p. 9) ; a Inimeographed letter dated December 
1, 1950, contains his name in a list of spon
sors of the American Sponsoring Committee 
for Representation at the World Peace Con
gress. 

Dr. DuBois was a member of the United 
States Sponsoring Committee of the Ameri
can Intercontinental Peace Conference (Daily 
Worker of December 28, 1951, p. 2, and Feb
ruary 6, 1952, p. 2); the Peace Conference was 
called by the World Peace Council, formed at 
the conclusion of the Second World Peace 
Congress in Warsaw; he was awarded the In
ternational Peace Prize for "six world figures" 
by the World Peace Council (Daily People's 

· World of January 29, 1953, p. 7; the Worker 
of February 8, 1953, p. 5; and Daily People's 
World, November 25, 1953, p. 4). He awarded 
the Stalin Peace Prize for 1953 to Howard 
Fast in ceremonies held in the Hotel McAlnin 
in April 1954. (See Dally Worker, April 26, 
1954, pp. 3 and 6 and the Worker, May 9, 
1954, p. 9.) -

The Daily Worker of June 20, 1950 (p. 2), 
reported that Dr. DuBois signed the World 
Peace Appeal; the same information appears 
on an undated leafiet of the enterprise, re
ceived by this committee September 11, 1950. 
A mimeographed list of individuals who 
signed the Stockholm World Appeal To Out
law Atomic Weapons, received for filing Oc
tober. 23, 1950, contains the name of Dr. Du
Bois. He was Chairman of the Peace Infor
mation Center where the Stockholm peace 
petition was made available. (Daily Worker 
of May 25, 1950, p. 2; and Aug. 16, 1950, p. 5.) 

The Wo.rld Peace 9ongress which was held 
in Paris, France, April 20-23, 1949, was cit~d 
as a Communist front among the "peace" 
conferences which "have been organized un
der Communist initiative in various countries 
throughout the world as part of a campaign 
against the North Atlantic Defense Pact" 
(Cominittee on Un-American Activities in 
reports of April 19, 1949; July 13, 1950; and 
April 1, 1951). The World Peace Council 
was formed at the conclusion of the Second 
World Peace Congress in Warsaw and was 
"heralded by the Moscow radio as the expres
sion of the determination of the peoples to 
take into their own hands the struggle for 
peace." (Committee on Un-American Activ
ities in a report dated April 1, 1951.) ' 

The World Peace Appeal was cited as a pe
tition campaign launched by the Permanent 
Committee of the World Peace Congress ·at 
its meeting in Stockholm., March 16-19, 1950; 
it "received the enthusiastic approval of every 
section of the international Communist 
hierarchy" and was "lauded in the Commu
nist press, putting every individual Commu
nist on notice that he 'has the duty to rise 
to this appeal.'" (Cominittee on Un-Ameri
can Activities in its report of April 1, 1951.) 

· The American Peace Crusade, organized in 
January 1951, was cited as an organizat.ibn 
which "the Communists established as a new 
instrument for their 'pea'ce' offensive in 

the United States" (Committee on Un-Amer
ican Activities in its reports of February 19, 
1951, and April 1, 1951); Dr. DuBois was one 
of the sponsors of the crusade (Daily Worker 
of February 1, 1951, p. 2); minutes of the 
sponsors meeting which was held in Wash
ington, D. C., March 15, 1951 (p. 4), named 
him as one of the initiators of the crusade 
and also as having been proposed as cochair
man of that meeting; lie was a sponsor of the 
American People's Congress and Exposition 
for Peace, which was held in Chicago, June 
29-July 1, 1951, called by the American Peace 
Crusade to advance the theme of world 
peace (Daily Worker, April 22, 1951, p. 2; 
May 1, 1951, p. 11; the American Peace Cru
sade, May 1951, pp. 1 and 4; the Daily Work
er of May 9, 1951, p. 4; Daily Worker of June 
11, 1951, p. 2; a leaflet of the congress; 
Daily Worker of July 1, 1951, p. 3; a leaflet 
entitled "An Invitation to American Labor 
to Participate in a Peace Congress"; the call 
to the American People's Congress; the Daily 
Worker of July 3, 1951, p. 2). He signed a 
petition of the crusade, calling on President 
Truman and Congress to seek a big-power 
pact (Daily Worker, February 1, 1952, p. 1); 
he attended a meeting of Delegates Assembly 
for Peace, called by the crusade and held in 
Washington, D. C., April 1 (Daily Worker, 
April 3, 1952, p. 3); he was one of the spon
sors of a peace referendum jointly with the 
American Peace Crusade to make the end of 
the Korean war a major issue in the 1952 
election campaign (Daily People's world of 
August 25, 1952, p. 8) ·. 

Dr. DuBois issued a statement on the death 
of Stalin which read in part as follows: "Let 
all Negroes, Jews, and foreign-born who have 
suffered in America from prejudice and in
tolerance, remember Joseph Stalin" (Daily 
Worker of March 9, 1953, p. 3) ; the Daily 
Worker of January 18, 1952 (p. 8), reported 
that he had renewed his fight for a pass
port in order to attend the Amerlcan Inter
continental Peace Conference in Rio de 
Janeiro; it was reported in the Washington 
Evening Star on May 10, 1952 (p. B-21), that 
Dr. DuBois was refused admission to Canada 
to attend the Canadian Peace Congress be
cause he refused to undergo an examination 
by the Canadian Immigration Service. On 
September 14, 1952, the Worker (p. M6), re
ported that Dr. DuBois had experienced pass
port difficulties when leaving the United 
States; and on May 4, 1953 (p. 2), the Daily 
Worker reported that United States dele
gate, Betty Sanders, told the opening session 
of the Continental CUltural Congress in 
Santiago, Chile, that DuBois would have at
tended in person "as well as in spirit," if be 
had not been denied a passport. . 

According to Webster's New Collegiate 
Dictionary, "subversion" means "act of 
subverting, or a state of being sub
verted; overthrow; utter ruin; destruc-
tion. That which subv.erts." _ 

The time element would . prevent niy 
reading all of these citations on the vari
ous individuals. who compose the high 
echelon of this organization. I will, 
however, read excerpts from some of 
them and would like to ask later for 
permission to incorporate each of them 
in full in the RECORD. 

OCTOBER 13, 1955. 
Subject: Arthur B. Spingarn; national presi

dent, member of board of directors, 
NAACP, 1954. 

The public recprds, files, and publications 
of tllis committee contain the following in
formation concerning the subject individual. 
This report should not be construed as rep-

. resenting the results of an investigation by 
or :findings of this cominittee. It should be 
noted that the individual is not necessarily 
a Communist, a Communist sympathizer, or 

. a fellow-traveler unless otherwise indicated. 

r 
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Arthur B. Spingarn is listeq. as an individ

. ual participation in the Conference on Africa, 
held by the Council on African Affairs in 
New York City, April 14, 1944, according to 
the Council's pamphlet, For a New Africa. 
(p. 37). 

The Attorney General of the United States 
cited the council on African Affairs as sub
versive and Communist in letters to the 
Loyalty Review Boa.rd, released December 4, 
1947 and September 21, 1948. The Attorney 
General redesignated the organization April 
27, 1953, pursuant to Executive Order No. 
10450, and included it on the April 1, 1954 
consolidated list of organizations previously 
designated. 

An undated leaflet, The Only Sound Policy 
for a. Democracy and the Daily Worker of 
March 18, 1945 (p. 2), listed Arthur Spingarn, 
president NAACP, New York, N. Y., as one 
who signed a. statement of the National Fed
eration for Constitutional Liberties support
ing the War Department's order on granting 
commissions • • • to members of the Armed 
Forces who have been members of or sympa
thetic to the views .of the Communist Party. 
An advertisement in the New York Times, 
April 1, 1946 (p. 16), listed Arthur B. Spin
garn as a signer of a statement of the National 
Federation for Constitutional Liberties op
posing use of injunctions in labor disputes. 

The Attorney General cited the National 
Federation for Constitutional Liberties as 
subversive and Communist in letters released 
December 4, 1947 and September 21, 1948; 
redesignated April 27, 1953, and included on 
the April 1, 1954, consolidated list. The group 
was cited previously by the Attorney Ge~eral 
as part of what Lenin called the solar system 
of organizations, ostensibly having no con
nection with the Communist Party, by which 
Communists attempt to create sympathizers 
and supporters of their program. ( CoNGRES-

. sIONAi. · RECORD, vol. 88, pt. 6, p. 7446.) 
The special Committee on Un-American 
Activities, in its report of March 29, 1944 (p. 
50), cited the National Federation as "one of 
the viciously subversive organizations of the 
Communist Party." The Committee on Un
American Activities, in its report of Septem
ber 2, 1947 (p: 3), cited the National Federa
tion • • • as among a "maze of organiza
tions" which were "spawned for the alleged 
purpose of defending civil liberties in gen
eral but actually intended to protect Com
munist subversion from any penalties under 
the law." 
, An undated letterhead of the Public Use 
of Arts Committee listed Arthur B. Spingarn 
as a sponsor of the organization. The Spe
cial Committee on Un-American Activities, 
in it!! report of March 29, 1944 (p. 112) , cited 
the Public Use of Arts Committee as a Com
munist front which was organized by the 
Communist-controlled Artists Union. 

,· FEBRUARY ,13, 1956. 
Subject: Channing H. Tobias, . chairman 'Of 

the Board of Directors, NAACP, 1954. 
The public records, files, and publications 

of this committee contain the .fellowing in
. formation concerning the subject individual. 
. This report should not be copstrued as repre
senting. the results of an investigation by or 
findings of this committee. It ·should be 
noted that the individual is not necessarily-a 
Communist, a Communist sympathizer, or a 
fellow traveler unless otherwise indicated. 

An undated• leaflet, ·"The South Is ·Closer 
Than You Think,:' named Channing Tobias 
as a member of the executive board and as 
cochairman of the New York comffiittee, 
Southern Conference for Human Welfare. 

. The "Southern Patriot" ·for December · 1946 
(p. 8) named him " as an advisory associate 
for 1947-48 of the Southern Conference for 
:Human Welfare. This organization has 
been cited as a Communist front by the spe
cial committee on Un-American Activities 

, (Report of Marqh 29, 1944, p . .147); and,-was 
.. the subject. of a separate report by the Com~ 

mittee on Un-American Activities (Report 
No. 592, June 12, 1g47) wherein it wa.s cited 
as a 'Communist-front organization "which 
seeks to attract southern liberals on the basis 
of its seeming interest in the problems of 
the South" although its "professed interest in 
southern welfare is simply an expedient for 
larger aims serving the Soviet Union and its 
subservient Communist Party in the United 
States." 

Channing H. Tobias was shown as a mem .. 
ber of the Council on African Affairs, Inc., 

-in the pamphlets, "Eight Million Demand 
Freedom" (back .cover). "For a New Africa" 
(p. 36), "Africa in the War" (inside back 
cover), and "Seeing Is Believing"; the leaf
lets, "The Job To Be Done," ' and "What of 
Africa's Place in Tomorrow's World?" all is
sued by the organization; and a letterhead of 
the council dated May 17, 1945. In this con
nection, it should be noted that the New 
York Times reported on May 29, 1948 (p. 6) 
that Channing H. Tobias had resigned from 
the Council on African Affairs. The Coun-

. cil on African Affairs has been cited as a 
subversive and communi'St organization by 
the Attorney General (letters to Loyalty Re
view Board, released December 4, 1947, and 
September 21, 1948; also redesignated pur
suant to Executive Order 10450 in Attorney 
General's memorandum to heads of depart
ments, April 29, 1953). 

The call to a dinner forum on "Protestant
ism Answers Hate," which was held in New 
York City, February 25, 1941, named Qhan
ning H. Tobias as one of the sponsors of the 
forum, arranged by the Protestant Digest 
Associates; he was a member of the editorial 
advisory board of the Protestant Digest, as 
shown on a letterhead of the publication 
dated October 7, 194); and the June-July 
1942 issue of the Protestant named him as an 

· etlitorial adviser. The Protestant Digest, 
· later known as The Protestant and published 

by Protestant Digest Associates, was cited by 
the Special Committ~e on Un-American Ac
tivities as "a magazine which has faithfully 
propagated the Communist Party line under 
the guise of being a religious journal." (Re
port of March 29, 1944, p. 48.) 

A letterhead of the People's Institute of 
Applied Religion, dated April 9, 1942, named 

. Channing H. Tobias as one of the sponsors 
of that organization. The United States At
torney General has cited the People's Insti
tute as subversive and Communist. (Letters 
to Loyalty Review Board, released June 1, 
1948, and September 21, 1948; also redesig
nated pursuant to Executive Order 10450 in 
Attorney General memorandum of April 29, 
1953.) 

The Daily Worker of March 4, 1939 (p. 2) 
reported that Channing Tobias endorsed the 
fifth New York City Conference of the Amer
ican League for Peace and Democracy;, and a 
letterhead of the organization, dated June 
12, 1939, showed him as a member of the 
executive board. The special Committee on 
Un-American Activities cited the American 
League for Peace and Democracy as "The 
largest of the Communist front movements
in the United States" and added, "The league 
contends publicly that it is not a Commu
nist-front .movement, yet at the very be
ginning Communists dominated it. Earl 
Browder was its vice president." (See Re
port of January 3, 1939, pp. 69-71 and Match 

· 29,. 1944, p, 37; also cited in Reports, January 
3, 1941, June 25, 1942, and January 2, 194;3.) . 
The Attorney General, in 1942, cited it as be
ing established in 1937 "in an effort to cre
ate public sentiment on behalf of a foreign 
policy adapted to the interests of the Soviet 
Union" (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, vol. 88, pt. 
6, pp. 7443-7444); and later, the At
torney General cited the ALPD a.s a subver
sive and Communist organization. (Letters 
to Loyalty Review · Board, released June 1, 
1948 and September 21, 1948; ·also redesig
na ted in . ' Attorney General memorandum, 
April 29, 1953.) 

Identified as being from New York City, 
Channing H. Tobias was named as one of 
those who signed the January 1943 message 
of the National Federation for Constitutional 
Liberties addressed to the United States 
House of Representatives · (leaflet contain
ing the message attached to an undated 
letterhead of the organization). He spon
sored the Conference on Constitutional Lib
erties in America, June 7-9, 1940 in Wash
ington, D. C., as shown by the call to the con
ference, in which source his address was 
shown as New York City. The National Fed
eration for Constitutional Liberties has been 
cited as "one of the viciously subversive or
ganizations of the Communist Party" (spe
cial -Committee on Un-American Activities, 
Reports of March 29, 1944, p. 50; June 25, 
1942, p . 20; and January 2, 1943, pp. 9 and 
12); as "part of what Lenin called the solar 
system of organizations, astensibly having no 
connection with the Communist Party, by 
which Communist attempts to create sym
pathizers and supporters of their program" 
(Attorney General Biddle, CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD, . vol. 88, pt. 6, p. 7446); and 
as subversive and Communist (Attorney 
General letters to the Loyalty Review Board, 
released December 4, 1947 and September 21, 
1948; also redesignated April 29, 1953). The 
organization "was established as a result of a. 
conference on constitutional liberties held 
in Washington, D. c ;, June 7- 9, 1940." (See 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, vol. 88, pt. 6, p. 7446, 
and the report of the special Committee on 
Un-American Activities, March 29, 1944, p. 
102.) 

Dr. Channing H. Tobias, National Council, 
YMCA, was listed in the call for a New York 
State Conference on National Unity to be 
held in New York City, December 6, 1941, as 
a signed of the call. This conference was 
cited as a Communits front by the special 
Committee on Un-American Activities. (Re
port of March 29, 1944, p. 133.) 

Dr. Tobias was shown 'as a sponsor of the 
United l\l'ations in America dinner, April 17, 
1943, in New York City, in the invitation to 
that dinner issued by the American Commit
tee for Protection of Foreign Born. This or
ganization was cited as "one of the oldest 
auxiliaries of the Communist Party in the 
United States" by the special Committee on 
Un-American Activities (reports of March 29, 
1944, p. 155, and June 25, 1942, p. 13) ' and as 
subversive and Communist by the Attorney 
General (letters to Loyalty Review Board, 
released June 1, 1948, and September 21, 
1948; also redesignated, April 29, 1953). 

The call to a Win-the-Peace Conference, 
an official letterhead of the conference, dated 
Februa.ry 28, 1946, and the Daily Worker of 
March 5, 1946, listed Dr. Tobias as a sponsor. 
The National Committee To Win the Peace, 
which was formed at that conference in 
Washington, D. C., April 5-7, 1946, has been 
cited as a subversive and 'tlommunist organ
ization by the Attorney General. . (Letters 
to Loyalty Review Board, released December 

. 4, 1947, .and Septemb~r 21, 1948; also redesig-. 
nated by the Attorney General, April . 29, 
1953, pursuant _to Executive Order 10450 . .) 

On a letterhead dated August 6, 1945, tl:le, 
American Committee for Yugoslav Relief 
listed Dr. Channing H. Tobias as a member 
of its 1>ponsors commi~tee. The · Attorney 
General has listed this orga_.ni1zation as being 
subversive and Communist . . (Letters to 
Loyalty .Review Board, releai;ed ·JU:Jile 1, 194~. 
and- September 21, 1948; also redesignated, 
April 29, 1953.) 

The hearing be~ore a subcommittee of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, United 
States Senate on nomination of Channing 
H. Tobias to be Alternate Representative of 
the United States at Six_th General Assembly 
of the United Natlons, shows Dr. Tobias tes
tified as follows relative to some of the in· 
formation outlined above: 

' '.Now, · gentlemen, I ·come directly to the 
question at issue. · ·In the first pl~c.e-, let _ 
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me say that my political afftliations have been 
as follows: I have never supporte<1 other than 
the two major parties, Republican and Dem
ocratic; I have always been a political in• 
dependent. 

"So far as communism ts concerned, in its 
1<1eology and as a system of government, it 
has always been repugnant to me for the 
very obvious reason that it is godless, and 
I am a Christian. It is at variance with the 
Christian religion in which I so firmly be
lieve, and to which I have devoted. my life. 

"Now as to the charges that I had pre
sented to me this morning, I want to be as 
frank as I can. There is a statement that 
the Daily Worker of March 4, 1939, reported 
that I had endorsed the Fifth New York City 
Conference of the American League for Peace 
and Democracy, and there are other com
mittees like that that appear on the list. 

"The answer is that in that day of hectic 
anxiety to win the war and to Improve re
lationships among our people there were few 
people who were thinking about what might 
be the possible standing of these groups in 
the minds of American people. As one by 
one they have been debunked and their true 
purposes have been made known, I, along 
with all decent Americans, have withdrawn 
signatU.res and withdrawn from participa
tion, which was very meager at the best. I 
make no wholesale denial concerning any of 
these. I may have given my signature for 
membership or for sponsorship. Most of 
them I do not recall except as names, and 
you must admit that they all had very good 
names, high-sounding names. 
"SOUTHEltN CONFERENCE FOR HUMAN WELFARE 

"There are 1 or 2, however, that I recall, 
in which I had working relationships. First 
of all, reference is made to the Southern 
Conference for Human Welfare. I was a 

·member of that group, because as lt was 
organized and as .it first operated, it had 
the support of some of the finest people in 
America. I do not need to call names. The 
record is available. The purpose as out
lined and the work done ·by the· New York 
committee challenged support of people of 
both races ln New York until the time came 
when it was quite evident that some of its 
leaders were using it to enhance the party 
line. Then, along with others, I withdrew 
from affiliation with it. 

"COUNCIL ON AFRICAN AFFAIRS 
"The Council on African Affairs is men

tioned, and I am very glad that that is men
tioned, because it happens to be one of the 
few things on which I have a little documen
tation. I was a. member of the Council on 
African Affairs from its beginning, because 
its director had been a faihful secretary of 
the Young Men's Christian Association. As 
a matter of Iact, I had helped to bring him 
Into association work and was instrumental 
in having him assigne.d during the First War 
to a field of service in Africa under a British 
command, and after that for 15 or 16 years, 

·he served as a representative of the YMCA 
In South Africa. It was during his experience 
down there that he became embittered and 
came back home. 

"He organized a group to try to bring the 
facts of African life before the public. We 
thought it worthwhile to do that. As the 
years passed by, it was quite e·vident that 
there was Communist Infiltration and 1.t got 
so strong that this young man, who had him
self very largely followed the line against 
the advice of his best friends, was threatened 
with expulsion from the directorship ·of the 
council. · 

"There was a memorable meeting on Feb
ruary 3, 1948, a meeting at which I made 

. a. simple motion at the beginning, which 
resuited in a discussion that lasted 5 hours. 

"Dr. Yergall. who had been the director of 
that organization and who ts no.w s9 c9m

. pletely convinced o{ the :tr.eacher~ .of .the 

Communist leadership and Its program, ts 
being ttsed by loyalty organizations that find 
him helpful in exposing those treacheries. 
He was up for expulsion. A group of 
us • • • tried to wrest the organization 
from the hands of that group. 

"I made a motion at the very beginning 
that the simple statement that had- been 
made after the Department of Justice de
clared the group subversive, that it was 
neither Communist, Fascist, nor subversive, 
a very simple statement, be made declaring 
the sentiment of the council. That motion 
was never put. 

"Af~er ~ hours of wrangling and di:ilaying 
tactics, common to the group that was then 
in the ascendency of the council,· I arose 
and offered ~1Y resignation, and said that I 
could no longer have any part with the group 
when it was quite plain what was happening 
there." (Pp. 9 and 10.) 

At this point in the hearing (pp. 11-13), 
Dr. Tobias quoted from an article in the 
New York Times of February 4, 1948, headed, 
"Tobias Firm in Stand Opposing Leftists," 
and a similar article in the New York World· 
Telegram of the same date; and the articles 
were entered in the record together with 
one from the New York World-Telegram of 
October 13, 1948, headed, "Dr. Yergan De•. 
nounces Commies as Wreckers." Then testi
mony was continued: 

"PROTESTANT MAGAZINE 
"Dr. TOBIAS. Reference is made here to the 

Protestant magazine. I am glad that it is 
here. This is a magazine that was founded 
a few years ago by Mr. Kenneth Leslie, who 
I did not know at the time. He sent a sam
. ple copy of it which seemed to be legitimate, 
or furnished the material for a legitimate 
organ of Protestantism. He asked for my 
signature, and, if ybu. wUl look at any copy 
.of that magazine and view the names of 
those who agreed to serve on the advisory 
board, you will see a practical who's who of 
the Protestant n;i.inistry of this country. 
They believed at the beginning that it was 
legitimate. Pretty soon it showed that it 
was not, and when that came out, along with 
others • • • I wrote and asked that my 
name be left off of all communications and 
off the published list of advisers of the com
mittee. A principal reason for my disgust 
with it was that I found after a short while 
that it was definitely.meant for one purpose, 
and that was to sound an anti-Catholic 
note. I am a Protestant but I am interfaith 
believer. • • • 

"So that connection with that was con
nection with something that, at the begin
ning we regarded as legitimate, and found 
out was not, and when we found out that 
it was not, discontinued relationships. 

"PEOPLE'S INSTITUTE OF APPLIED RELIGION 
"There is mention here of the People's 

"Institute of Applied Religion. Many of us 
·were taken in on that. It was largely on the 
·ground of the fact that a man by the name 
of Claude Williams published a book of his 
struggles and hardships in the South, in the 

"interest of race relationships. 
"At the beginning it looked like a perfectly 

worthwhile movement. I gave it some sup
port, made contributions to it, until I found 
out that it was plainly being dominated by 
leftists and I had no more to do with it and 
have · had no more to do with that or any 
of the rest of these organizations that are 
referred to here. · 

"I mention those because I happen to know 
what the ·record is about them. As I have 
said, many of the others I have no recol
lection of except as na·mes, and I am per
fectly willing to answer questions, but I 
want to say this final word before I have 
flniShed, and I want to put this into the 
record also. It is a little difficult when one 
gets attacked from the right and left to know 
the answer. I ne~er read the Daily Worker, 
never have read it, but a frienct of J:!line put 

this .copy of it into my ha.nets, and I want 
to read from it. · This was on Thursday, 
January 25, 1951: 

.. 'Six prominent Negroes have taken it 
upon themselves to attempt to mobilize the 
Negro people behind the war program of 
Wall Street and Washington. They are 
• • • Channing H. Tobias, only United 
States Negro director of a Wall Street bank, 
and one of the two Negro directors of a 
Wall Street cartel set up to exploit Liberian 
resources and peoples; • • • With the ex
ception of Dr. Mays, these individuals havc:J 
long been go-betweens through whom the 
billionaires who own and run the United 
States try to lead and control the main 
.organization of Negro struggle.' . 
, "I want that, Mr. Chairman, included in 
the record. 

"Senator SPARKMAN. Without objection, 
it will be done" (pp. 14 and 15). 

Dr. Tobias concluded his statement with 
this paragraph: 

"I want to say in all frankness and candor 
that whether or not I go on this delegation 
is not too important. What is important, 
however, is whether or not 15,000,000 loyal 
Negro Americans get the impression that 
its leadership is being crucified because of 
innuendoes, allegations, and associations. 
The answer to that question is more im
portant than any word that I could possibly 
say at Paris. · 

"Thank you" (p. 16). 
During the questioning which followed 

his statement, Dr. Tobias testified, "I have 
nGver been, am not now, a member of the 
Communist Party" (p. 23). In answer to 
a question on the National Federation for 
Constitutional Li}?er~ies he replied: "That 
is also a name organization. I .happened to 
know- the principal leader in that. That 
was Mr. George Marshall who was a brother 
.of James Marshall, of the Board of Educa
.tion of New York, and the son of the late' 
Louis Marshall. Other than that, I know 
nothing about it. I had no activity in it 
whatever" (p. 25). 

Regarding the American Committee for 
Protection of Foreign-Born, Dr. Tobias said, 
"That is also just a name," that he had no 
other activity in it other than joining in 
the invitation of sponsoring a dinner, that he 
did not know at the time it was subversive, 
and added: "The very fact that it was sup
posed to be interested in foreign-born citi
zens-I was interested in them, too, and 
assumed that it was a good cause" (p. 25). 

When questioned about the Win-the
Peace Conference and the New York State 
Conference on National Unity, Dr. Tobias 
answered that he knew nothing about either 
and did not remember them. However, he 
replied to questions on the American Com
mittee for Yugoslav Relief: "Yes; I remem

:ber that. They gave a dinner at which Mrs. · 
Rooseve.lt, I think, was one of the principal. 
speakers. Everybody was interested in try
.Ing to help that cause at that time. • • • I 
don't know whether it has been placed on 
the subversive list or not, but at that time it 
was regarded as a perfectly respectable or
ganization. • · • • I don't remember mem
bership in it at all. Sp0nsorsh1p, I think is 
all" (from pp. 26 and 27). 

FEBRUARY 13, 1956. 
Subject: Allan Knight CP.almers, national 

treasurer, member of the board of direc
tors, NAACP, 1954. 

The public records, files, ap.d publications 
of this committee contain the following in
formation concerning the subject individual. 
This report should not be con1>trued as rep
r~senting the results of an invea:tigatlon by 
or findings of this committee. It should be 
noted that the individual is not necessarily 
-~ Cqmmunist, a Communist sympathizer, or 
a fellow travele~ unless otherwise indicated. 

In connection with.l1is public. testimony on 
August . 17 and .18, .193.7, before tP.e special 
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Committee on Un-American Activities, Mr. 
Walter s. Steele furnished additional infor
mation which was printed In the hearings 
following his testimony and from which the 
reference below is taken: 

"A good example of one of the united 
fronts in the United States is the Scottsboro 
Defense Committee • • •. The national 
chairman of this committee Is the Reverend 
Allan Knight Chalmers, head of the Church 
League for Industrial Democracy; member 
of the advisory board of the National Reli
gion and La)lor Foundation; executive com
mittee of the War Registers League; sponsor 
of the Emergency Peace campaign, ·and a 
member of the sponsoring committee for the 
testimonial dinner given in honor of Norman 
Thomas in 1936." (Public hearings, vol. 1. 
p. 628.) 

Except for the Scottsboro Defense Com
mittee, none of these organizations has been 
cited in any manner either by the Commit
tee on Un-American Activities or the Attor
·ney General of the United States. The 
special Committee on Un-American Activi
ties cited the Scottsboro Defense Committee 
as a Communist-front organization In re
ports of January 3, 1939 (p. 82), and March 
29, 1944 (p. 177). 

Rev. Allan Knight Chalmers was listed 
among the sponsors of the Greater New York 
Emergency Conference on Inalienable Rights 
in the program of that conference held Feb
ruary 12, 1940. The special Committee on 
Un-American Activities cited the Greater 
New York Emergency Conference on In
alienable Rights as a Communist front which 
was succeeded by the National Federation 
for Constitutional Liberties (report of March 
29, 1944, pp. 96, 129). The Committee on 
Un-American Activities cited it as being 
among a "maze of organizations" which 
were "spawned for the alleged :purpose of 
defending civil liberties in general but actu
ally Intended to protect Communist subver
sion from any penalties under the law" (re
port of September 2, 1947, p. 3). 

A leatlet entitled "Protestantism Answers 
·Hate" contains the name of Dr. Allan Knight 
Chalmers, Broadway Tabernacle, New York, 
In a list of sponsors of the can to a dinner 
forum In New York City, February 25, 1941, 
under auspices of Protestant Digest Asso
ciates. The Protestant Digest was cited by 
the special committee as "a magazine which 
has faithfully propagated the Communist 
Party line • • •." (Report 1311 of March 29, 

·1944.) 

FEBRUARY 13, 1956. 
Subject: Grace B. Fenderson, national vice 

president, NAACP, 1954. 
The public records, files, and publications 

of this committee contain the following in
formation concerning the subject individual. 
Th.is report should not be construed as repre
senting the results of an investigation by or 
:findings of this committee •. It should be 
noted that the individual is not necessarily 
a Communist, a Communist sympathizer, or 
a fellow-traveler unless otherwise indicated. 

The pamphlet, "For a New Africa" (p. 37), 
proceedings of . the Conference on Africa 
held under auspices of the Council on African 
Affairs, April 14, 1944, named Mrs. Grace B. 
Fenderson as a conference participant. 

The Attorney General of the United States 
cited the Council on African Affairs as sub
versive and Communist In letters to the 
Loyalty Review Board, released December 4, 
1947, and September 21, 1948; redesignated 
April 27, 1953, pursuant to Executive Order 
No. 10450, and included on the April l, 1954, 
consolidated list of organizations previously 
designated. 

FEBR'UARY 13, 1956~ 
Subject: Wlllard S. Townsend, national vice 

president, NAACP, 1954. · 
The public records, files, and publications 

ot this committee contain t:b.e following in-

formation concerning ·the subject individuaL 
This repol!'t should not be construed as rep
resenting the :ces.ults· of an investigation by 
or findings of this committee. It should be 
noted that the Individual Is not necessarily a 
Communist, a Communist sympathizer, or a 
fellow traveler unless otherwise indicated. 

One Willard Townsend was a. signer of a. 
plea for the release of Earl Browder from 
prison, according to an advertisement which 
appeared in the Washington Post, March 12, 
1942. He was Identified as International 
president of the United Transport Service 
Employees of America ( CIO) • 

FEBRUARY 13, 1956. 
Subject: A. Philip Randolph, national vice 

president, NAACP, 1954. . 
The public records, files, and publications 

of this committee contain the following in
formation concerning the subject individual. 
This report should not be construed as rep
resenting the results of an investigation by 
or findings of this committee. It should be 
noted that the individual Is not necessarily 
a Communist, a Communist sympathizer, or 
a fellow traveler unless otherwise indicated. 

The Daily Worker of Sep.tember 12, 1950 
(p. 2), reported that A. Philip Randolph, 
president, AFL Brotherhood of Sleeping Car 
Porters, opposed the jailing of the Commu
nist leaders. 

The Attorney General of the United States 
reported that A. Philip Randolph, president 
of the National Negro Congress, refused to 
run in April 1940 "on the ground that it was 
•deliberately packed with Communists and 
Congress of Industrial organizations mem
bers who were either communists or sym
pathizers with Communists'" (CoNGREs
sroNAL RECORD, September 24, 1942, pp. 7687 
and 7688). 

Walter s. Steele, in testimony in public 
hearings, Committee on Un-American Ac
tivities, July 21, 1947 (p. 92), referred to 
.A. Philip Randolph as follows: 

"A. Phtlip Randolph, one-time president 
of the National Negro Congress, resigned his 
position because of the Communist control 
thereof. At the time of his resign,ation, at 
a meetl:ng held in Washington, D. C., he 
charged that the congress was controlled by 
the Communist Party, through which he 
found it was chiefly :financed." 

George K. Hunton testified in public hear
ings, Committee on Un-American Activities, 
July 13, 1949 (p. 451), concerning the Com
·:munist infiltration of the National Negro 
Congress with reference to A. Philip Ran-
dolph as follows: · 

"In the National Negro Congress they did 
make progress. That was a sound, construc
·tive organization started about 10 years ago. 
It was a good organization, with a sound, 
constructive program, and the Commies 
moved in, and within a year and a half the 
white Communist members completely out
numbered the Negro members and took over. 
Be it said to his. credit that the then presi
dent, A. Philip Randolph, roundly denounced 
them and then resigned, and said no longer 
would the National Negro Congress repre
sent the feeling of the Negro people who or
ganized it • • • ." 

Manning Johnson testified in public hear
ings, Committee on Un-American Activities, 
July 14, 1949, as follows concerning the 
National Negro Congress and A. Philip 
Randolph: 

"Mr. TAVENNER. What was the relation
ship of that commission (Negro Commission 
of the Communist Party) to the American 

.Negro Labor Congress, the League of Strug
gle for Negro Rights, and the National Negro 
Congress? ~ 

"Mr. JoH.NsoN. The Negro League was 
formed by the Communist Party, and its 
program was Identical with the . program o! 
the Communist Party for the Negro. 

"The majority o:r members of the Ameri
can Negro. Labor Congress were Communists 

or fellow-travelers. It was a very narrow, 
sectarian organization, and the -party de
cided to change its name a.nd broaden ·its 
activities, fiO the name was changed to the 
League of Struggle for Negro Rights. • • • 

"The League of Struggle for Negro Rights 
was never successful in penetrating any 
broad sections of the Negro people. · It re
mained a very narrow and sectarian organ
ization. So the party, after having received 
the open letter, which was really drawn in 
Moscow and called for breaking away from 
narrow organizations, in line with this open 
letter, at a meeting of the national com
mittee which, as I recall, was In the latter 
part of 1934 or early part of 1935, we dis
cussed the general situation among Negroes, 
and the conclusion was that there was con
siderable unrest among them and th~t the 
time was historically right for the forma
tion of a broad and all-Inclusive organiza
tion. 

"As a result of that discussion and that 
conclusion, the national committee of the 
party, upon the recommendation of one of 
the members of the Negro commission pres
ent at that meeting, decided to set up the 
National Negro Congress. The national 
committee gave James W. Ford the responsi
bility, along with the Negro commission of 
the national committee, to form that con
gress. 

"We were fishing around for someone to 
head the congress, and we found there was 
no finer person to get who was not a mem
ber of the party than A. Philip Randolph. 
He 'Yas approached and agreed. 

• • • • • 
"The third-and fatal-National Negro 

Congress was held in Washington, D. c. 
The Communists had become so drunk with 
power, and they felt they had such strong 
control over the congress, that they thought 
they could walk roughshod over the liberals, 
and they antagonized A. Philip Randolph 
and he began to fight James W. Ford and 
others. 

"James w. Ford and others insisted I fight 
A. Philip Randolph, and I refused to do so, 
and at that time I predicted they were on 
the road to breaking up the congress. 

"The fight widened to such an extent that 
Randolph began to speak openly against 
Communist domination. I used to wonder 
how Randolph could be so naive as to not 
know it was a Communist-front organization. 

"Before the third congress met, we got 
wind that Randolph was going to resign. we 
had Communists go to that congress repre
senting various paper organizations so as to 
give them control in voting. 

"When Randolph saw the congress was 
packed with Communists, Randolph re
signed and walked out • • •." (Pp. 510-
512.) 

A. Phiiip Randolph supported a statement 
to Congress issued by the American League 

. Against War and Fascism against neutrality 
measures as reported by the Daily Worker of 
February 27, 1937 (p. 2). The Daily Worker 
of April 22, 1938 (p. 2) , reported that A. 
Philip Randolph was one of the signers of a 
letter urging open hearings on the neutrality 
act which was sent to Congress under auspi
ces of the American League for Peace and 
Democracy. A. Philip Randolph was nomi- · 
nated as a member of the National Labor 
Committee of the American League for Peace 
and Democracy at the American Congress for 
Peace and Democracy held in Washington, 
D. C., January 6-8, 1939. as shown by the 
pamphlet, "7¥2 Million • • • ,. (p. 32). 
Lettersheads of the China Aid Council of the 
American League for Peace and Democracy 
dated May 18, 1938, and June 11, 1938, name 
him as a sponsor of the council. He was a 
sponsor of the Easter drive of the China Aid 
Council of the American League • • •, as 
shown by the Daily Worker of April 8, 1938 
(p. 2}. A photostatic copy of a letterhead of 
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the American League for Peace and Democ• 
racy dated April 6, 1939 listed A. Phillip Ran
dolph as a national sponsor of that organl· 
zation. 

in support of the Spanish Loyalist cause, 
recruiting men and organiZing multifarious 
so-called relief organizations." Among these 
was the Medical-Bureau imd North American 

The Attorney Genera.I of the United States 
cited the American League Against War and · 
Fascism as subversive and Communist in 
letters to the Loyalty Review Board, released 
December 4, 1947 and September 21, 1948. 
The organization was redesignated by the 
Attorney General April 27, 1953, pursuant to 
Executive Order No. 10450, and included it 
on the April l, 1954, consolidated list of or
ganizations previously designated. The or .. 

Committee To · Aid Spanish :Democracy. 
(Special Committee on Un-American Activi• 
ties, report, Mar. 29, 1944, p. 82.) · 

New Masses for October 26, 1937 (p. 11), 
reported that A. Philip Randolph was chair
man of the National Negro Congress. A. 
Philip Randolph was president of the Na
tional Negro Congress, as shown by the 
Daily Worker of January l, 1938 (p. 4), Jan
uary 13, 1938 (p. 3), April 19, 1938 (p. 3), 
and the pamphlet, Second National Negro 
Congress, October 1937. He was president 
of the Third National Negro Congress; as 
reported by the June 1940 issue of the Com-

. ganization was cited previously by the 
Attorney General as a Communist-front 
organization (in re Harry Bridges, May 28, 
1942, p .. 10}. The special Committee on Un- · 
American .Activities, in its report dated 
March 29, 1944 (p. 53), cited the American 
League Against War and Fascism as "organ
ized at the First United States Congress 
Against War which was held in New York 
City, September 29 to October 1, 1933. Four 
years later at Pittsburgh, November 26-28, 
1937, the name of the organization was 
changed to the American League for Peace 
and Democracy. • • • It remained as com
pletely under the control of Communists 
when the name was changed as it had been 
before." 

The Attorney General cited the American 
League for Peace and Democracy as subver
sive and Communist in letters released June 
1 and September 21, 1948; redesignated April 
27, 1953, and included on the April 1, 1954, 
consolidated list. The Attorney General 
cited the group previously as established in 
the United States in 1937 as successor to the 
American League Against War and Fascism 
"in an effort to create public sentiment on 
behalf of a foreign policy adapted to the 
interests of the Soviet Union. • • • The 
American League . for Peace and Democracy 
• • • was designed to conceal Communist 
control, in accordance with the new tactics 

. of the Communist International" (CONGRES
SIONAL RECORD, vol. 88, pt. 6, pp. 7442-7473). 
The special Committee on Un-American Ac
tivities, in its report of January 3, 1939 (pp. 
69-71), cited the American League for Peace 
and Democracy as "the largest of the Com
munist-front movements in the United 
States." 

A letter head of the organization, Common
wealth College, dated January 1, 1940, listed 
A. Philip Randolph as a member of the Na
tional Advisory Committee. He endorsed the 
reorganization plan of Commonwealth Col
lege, as shown by the August 15. 1937, issue 
of Fortnightly, a publication of the college 
(p. 3). 

The special Committee on Un-American 
Activities cited Commonwealth College as a 
Communist enterprise in its repo~t of March 
29, 1944 (pp. 76 and 167). The Attorney 

-General cited the Commonwealth College as 
Communist in a letter released April 27, 
1949; redesignated April 27, 1953, and in
cluded on the April 1, 1954, consolidated list. 

An undated leafiet of the League for Mu
tual Aid listed. A. Philip .Randolph as a mem
ber of the executive committee of that or
ganization. He was a guest of honor at the 
17the annual dinner of the League for Mu
tual Aid held February l, 1937, as shown by 
New Masses, Janua~y 26, 1937 (p. 37). 

The League for Mutual Aid was cited as a 
Communist enterprise by the special Com
mittee on Un-American Activities in its re
port of March 29, 1944 (p. 76). 

A. Philip Randolph was a sponsor of the 
Medical Bureau and North American Com
mittee To Aid Spanish Democracy, as shown 
by letterheads of the organization dated July 

. 6, 1938, and February 2, 1939. The Daily 
Worker of June 2, 1938 (p. 5), reported that 
A. Philip Randolph was a supporter of a 
meeting of the Medical Bureau • • .•. 

"In 1937-38; the Communist Party threw 
itself wholeheartedly into the campaign for 

-munist (p. 548). The official proceedings of 
. the 1936 National Negro Congress (p. 41), 
listed A. Philip Randolph as a member of the 

. national executive council of the organiza
- tion. He spoke at a gathering of the con
. gress, as reported by the Daily Worker of 
March 8, 1938 (p. 3) .. The Daily Worker 
of February 15, 1938 (p. 7), reported that A. 

_Philip Randolph contributed to the official 
proceedings pf the Second National Negro 
Congress. 

The Attorney General cited the National 
Negro Congress as subversive and Commu
nist in letters released December 4, 1947, 
and September 21, 1948; redesignated April 

. 27, 1953, and included on the April 1, 1954, 
consolidated list. The organization was 
cited previously by the Attorney General 
as a Communist-front group (CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD, vol. 88, pt. 6, p. 7447). The special 
Committe.e on Un-American Activities, in its 
report of January 3, 1939 (p. 81), cited the 
National Negro Congress as "the Commu
nist-front movement in the United States 

. among Negroes • • •." 
A. Philip Randolph was a consultant of 

the Panel on Citizenship and· Civil Lib
erties of the Southern Conference for Human 

· Welfare, as shown by an official report of 
the organization, dat~d April 19-21, 1942. 
The call to the second conference, Southern 
Conference for Human Welfare, April 14-16, 
1940, listed A. Philip Randolph as a sponsor 

- of that conference. 
The special Committee on Un-American 

Activities, in its report of March 29, 1944 
(p 147), cited the Southern Conference 
for Human Welfare as a Communist front 
which received money from the· Robert Mar
shall Foundation, one of the principal 
sources of funds by which many Communist 
fronts operate. The Committee on Un
Amerlcan Activities, in its report of June 
12, 1947, cited the Southern Conference for 
Human Welfare as a Communist-front or
ga.nization "which seeks to attract southern 
liberals on the basis of its seeming inter
est in the problems of the South" although 
its "professed interest in southern welfare 
is simply an expedient for larger aims serv
ing the Soviet Union and its subservient 
Communist Party in the United States." 

The Daily Worker, issues of March 28, 
1938 (p. 3) and April 4, 1938 (p. 3), listed 
A. Philip Randolph as a sponsor of the 
World Youth Congress. The special Com
mittee on Un-American Activities, in its 
report of March 29, 1944 (p. 183), cited the 
World Youth Congress as a Communist con
ference held in the summer of 1938 at Vassar 
College. 

A. Philip Randolph signed a petition of 
the American Friends of Spanish Democ
racy to lift the arms embargo as shown by 
the Dally Worker of April 8, 1938 (p. 4). 
The special Committee on Un-American Ac
tivities, in its report of March 29, 1944 (p . 
82), ·Cited the American Friends of Spanish 
Democracy as follows: "In 1937-38, the Com
munist Party threw itself wholehearteolly 
into the campaign for the support ·of the 
Spanish Loyalist cause, recruiting men and 

· organizing multifarious so-called relief or-

ganizatlons • • • ·such ·as • • • American 
Friends of Spanish Democracy." . 

· A. Philip Raudolph ls listed as a sponsor 
on _a letterhead of the Americ~ Rel1ef Ship 
for Spain dated September 3, 1938. The 

. American Relief Ship for Spain was cited 
as "one of the several Communist Party 
front enterprises which raised funds for 

• Loy_alist Spain (or rather raised funds for 
the Communist end of that civil war)." 

- (Special Committee on Un-American Activ
ities Report, March 29, 1944, p. 102.) 

The proceedings of the Congress of Youth 
. of the American Youth Congress, July 1-5, 
. 1939 (p. 3), listed A. Philip Randolph as & 

. signer of the call to the congress. 
A. Phillip Randolph was a sponsor of· the 

Conference on Pan-American Democracy 
(letterhead, November 16, 1938). The book
let, These American Say, published by the 
Coordinating Committee To Lift the Em
bargo, named him as a representative indi· 
vidual. He was a sponsor of the Greater 
New York Emergency Conference on Inalien
able Rights (program of conference, February 
12, 1940). 

The Conference on Pan-American Democ
racy (known also as Council for Pan-Ameri
can Democracy) was cited as subversive and 
Communist by the Attocney General in let
ters released June 1 and September 21, 1948; 
redesignated April 27, 1953, pursuant to Ex
ecutive Order No. 10450. The Special Com
mittee on Un-American Activities, in its re
port of March 29, 1944 (pp. 161 p.nd 164), 
cited the organization as a Communist front 
which defended Carlos Luiz Prestes, a Bra
zilian Communist leader and former mem
ber of the executive committee of the Com
munist International. 

The Special Committee on Un-American 
Activities, in its report of March 29, 1944 

_ (pp. 137 and 138), cited the Coordinating 
Committee To Lift the (Spanish) Embargo 
as one of a number of front organizations 
set up during the Spanish civil war by the 
Communist Party in the United States and 

· through which the party carried on a great 
deal of agitation. 

The Greater New York Emergency Confer
ence on Inalienable Rights was cited as a 
Communist front which was succeeded by 
the National Federation for Constitutional 
Liberties (special committee report, March 
29, 1044, pp. 96 and 129). The Committee on 
Un-American Activities, in its report of Sep
tember 2, 1947 (p. 3), cited the Greater New 
York Emergency Conference on Inalienable 
Rights among a "maze of organizations" 
which were "spawned for the alleged pur
pose of defending civil liberties in general, 
but actually intended to protect Communist 
subversion from any penalties under the 

· 1aw." 
A. Phillp Randolph was a sponsor of the 

Spanish Refugee Relief Campaign, as shown 
by the back cover of a pamphlet, Children 

· in Concentration Camps. · He signed the call 
· to a United May Day conference, according 
to the Daily Worker of March 17, 1937 (p. 4). 
An undated letterhead of the United May 
Day Committee listed him as chairman. 

The Special Committee on Un-American 
Activities cited the Spanish Refugee Cam
paign as a Communist-front organization 

. (report, January 3, 1940, p. 9). 
The United May Day conference was cited · 

as "engineered by the Communist Party for 
its 1937 May Day demonstrations" and also 
organized by the party in 1938 (special com
mittee report, March 29, 1944, pp. 124 and 

. 139). 
The Attorney General cited the United 

May Day Committee as subversive and among 
. the affiliates and committees of the Com
munist Party, U. S.·A .. which seeks "to alter 
the form of government of the United States · 
by ·unconstitutional means." (Letter re
leased December 4, 1947; redeslgnated April 
27, 1953, and included on the April 1, 1954, 
consolidated list.) 
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'i'he Daily Worker of January 23, 1937 

(p. 3), announced that A. Philip Randolph 
· was scheduled to · speak at the Southern 
Negro Youth Congress, Richmond, Va.," Feb
ruary 12-14. "The People Versus H. C. L." 
listed him as a sponsor of the Consumers 
National Federation. He was ·shown as a 
sponsor of the Public Use of Arts Commit
tee on an undated letterhead of that or
ganization. 

The Southern Negro Youth Congress was 
cited as subversive and among the am.liates 

- and committees of the Communist Party, 
. U. S. A., which seeks to alter the form of 
' government of the United States by uncon-
stitutional means. (Attorney General, let
ter released December 4, 1947; redesignated 
April 27, 1953, and included on April 1, 1954, 

· consolidated list.) The special Committee 
on Un-American Activities, in its report of 
January 3, 1940 (p. 9), cited the Southern 
Negro Youth Congress as a Communist-front 
organization. The Committee on Un-Amer
ican Activities, in its report of April 17, 
1947 (p. 14), cited the Southern Negro Youth 
Congress as "surreptitiously controlled" . by 

. the Young Communist League. 

· · The Scottsboro Defense Committee was 
cited as a communist front by the special 

· Committee on Un-American Activities in its 
· reports of January 3, 1939 (p. 82); and March 
. 29, 1944 (p. 177). 

Miss· L. Pearl Mitchen, of Cleveland, Ohio, 
was one of the endorsers of the National 

. Negro Congress, as shown by the call for Na
. tional Negro Congress, Chicago, Ill., February 
. 14, 1936. 

The National Negro· Congress was cited as 
subversive and Communist by the Attorney 

· General of the United States in letters to the 
· Loyalty Review Board, released December 4, 

1947; and September 21, 1948; also included 
. in the Attorney- General's consolidated list 
· oi April l, 1954. 

The special Committee on Un-American 
Activities stated that "the om.cers of the Na
tional Negro CongresS" are outspoken Com
munist sympathizers, and a majority ()f those 

· on the executive board are outright Com
munists" (special Committee on Un-Ameri
can Activities, report, January 3, 1939, p. 81; 

. also cited, reports, ·January 3, 1940, p. 9; 
. June 25, 1942, p. 20.; March 29, 1944, p. 180; 
and included in the Attorney General's con-

. solidated list of April 1, 1954-). The Consumers National Federation wa:s 
cited as a Communist-front group by the 

. special committee in its report of March 29, FEBRUARY 13, 1956. 
· 1944 (P. 155). Subject: Eric Johnston, national vice presi-

Public Use of the Arts Committee was dent, NAACP, 1954. 
cited as a Communist front by the special The. public records, files, and publications 

· committee in its report of March 29, 1944 of this committee contain the following in-
(p. 112). formation concerning the. subject individual. 

Subject: T. G. Nutter, national vice presi- This report should not be construed as rep
. dent, member of national legal committee, resenting the results of an investigation by 
· NAACP, 1954. or :findings of this committee. -It should be 

The public-records, :files', and publications · noted that the individual is not necessarily a 
of this committee contain the fo?lowing Communist, a Communist sympathizer, or a 

· information concerning the subject indi- fellow traveler unless. otherwise indicated. 
vidual. This report should not be construed • On March 27(, l!94'1, Eric Johnston, president 
as representing the results of an investiga- of the Motion Association of .America, ap
tion by or findings of this committee. It . peared before this· committee as :a witness in 
should be noted that the individual is not · public :hearings on H. R - l.884. and H. R. 2122, 
necessarily a Communist, a communist . bills to curb or outla.w the Communist Party 

- sympathizer or a fellow traveler· unless of the Unit.ed States (Committee on Un-
otherwise indicated. American Activities, hearings and reports, 

The call to the National .Negro Congress, · vol. l, pp. 288-307') • 
· Chicago, Ill., February 14, 1936, listed T. G. On October 27, 1947, Eric Allen Johnston, 

Nutter, Charleston, w. va., as an endorser. _president oL t:P,e Motion Picture. Ass.ociation 
The National Negro Congress was cited of America, again appeared as a, witness be

as subversive and Communist by the Attar- fore the committee im public hearing,s re-
. garding Communist infiltration of the mo

ney General of the United States in letters tion-picture industry ~committee hearings 
to the Loyalty Review Boal"d, released De-
cember 4, 1947, and September 21, 1948. The and re.ports, vol. 1, PP· 305-328) • 
organization was rede.signated by the Attor
ney General, April 27 1953, pursuant to 
Executive. Order No. 10450, and included on 
the April 1, 19.54, consolidated list of organ
izations previously designated. The Attor
ney General cited the group previously as 
a Communist front as shown by the Co:N
GRESSIONAL RECORD, volume 88, part 6, page 
7447. The special Committee on Un-Ameri
can Activities, in the report of January 3, 
1939 (p. 81), cited the National Negro Con
gress as "the Communist-front movement in 
the United States among Negroes." 

F'EBRUAR'Y' 13, 1956. 
. Subject: L. Pearl Mitchell, national vice 

president, NAACP, 1954. 
The public records, files, and publications 

of this committee contain the following in
formation concerning the. subject individual. 
This report should not be construed as rep
resenting the results of an investigation by 
or findings of this committee. It should be 
noted that the individual is not necessarily 
a Communist, a Communist sympathizer, or 
a fellow-traveler unless otherwise indicated. 

The Daily Worker of April 18, 1936 (p. 3), 
named L. Pearl Mitchell, identified as na
tional director of the National Association 
for the Advancement of Colored People,. as 
chairman of a committee for a benefit dance 
which was held by the Joint Scottsboro De
fense Committee, Cleveland, Ohio, for the 
purpose of raising money to be sent to New 
Xork. 

F'EBRUA:RT 13, 195&. 
Subfect: Bishop· W. J. Walls, national vice 

president, NAACP, 1954. 
The public records, files, and publications 

of this committee contain the following in
formation concerning the subject individ
ual. This report should not be construed 
as representing the results of an investiga
tion by or findings of this committee. It 
should be noted that the individual is not 
necessarily a Communist, a Communist sym
pathizer, or a fellow traveler unless otherwise 
indicated. 

As shown in Soviet Russia Today for De
cember 1942 (p. 42), W. J. Walls was a spon-

. sor of the Congress of American-Soviet 
Friendship. He wa.S named as a sponsor of 
the National Council of American-Soviet 
Friendship on a letterhead of the group dated 
March 13, 1946, and a memorandum issued 
by the organization March 18, 1946. 

The National Council of American-Soviet 
Friendship was cited as subversive and Com
munist by the Attorney General of the United 
States (press releases of December 4, 1947, 
and September 21, 1948; also included on con
solidated list of April 1, 1954); the special 
Committee on Un-American Activities cited 
the National Council • • • (in a · report 
dated March 29, 1944) as having been "in 
recent months, the principal front" of the 
Communist Party. 

Bishop W. J. Walls, Chicago, Ill. supported 
the National N:egro Congress, as shown in 

the Daily Worker of February 3, 1936 (p. 2). 
· The National Negro Congress was cited as 

subversive and Communist by the Attorney 
General of the United States (press ·releases 
of December 4, 1947, and September 21, 1948; 

· also included on consolidated list of April 1, 
1954); the Attorney General had previously 
cited the National Negro Congress as "spon
sored and supported by the Communist 
Party" (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, vol. 88, pt. 6, 
p. 7447). The · special committee cited 
the National Negro Congress as "the Com
munist-front movement in the United States 

· among Negroes" (report of January 3, 1939; 
also cited in reports of January 3, 1940; Jan

, uary 3, 1941; June 25, 1942; and March 29, 
. 1944). ~ 

A petition to the United Nations; drafted 
and circulated by the Council on African Af
fairs, contained the ·signature of Bishop W. J. 
Walls, according to the Daily Worker of June 
5, 1950 (p. 4). The Attorney General cited 
the council as subversive and Communist 
(press releases of December 4, 1947, and Sep
tember 21, 1948; also consolidated list of 
April!, 1954). 

Bishop Walls also signed a statement of the 
· National Committee To Defeat the Mundt 

(anti-Communist) Bill, according · to the 
· Daily Worker of· April 3, 1950 ('p. 4). The 
national committee • • • was cited by the 
Committee on Un-Am~rican Activities as "a 
registered lobbying organization which has 
carried out the objectives of the Communist 

· Party in its fight against antisubversive leg
islation" (report of the Committee on Un

. American Activities on the ·National Com
mittee To Defeat the Mundt Bill, released 
December 7, 1950). 

Identified as secretary of the board of bish
ops, A. M. E. Zion Church, Bishop w. J. Walls 
was named as having endorsed the World 
Peace Appeal (undated leafllet received by 
the committee September 11, 1950), and the 

· Daily Worker of August 14, 1950 (p. 2). The 
World ·Peace Appeal was cited as a petition 

· campaign launched by the Permanent Com
. mittee of the World Peace Congress at its 

meeting in Stockholm, March 16-19, 1950; as 
· having "received the enthusiastic approval of 

every section of the international Communist 
hierarchy"; as having been lauded in the 

· Communist press, putting "every individual 
Communist on notice that he 'has the duty 
to rise to this appeal'"; and as having "re

- ceived the om.cial endorsement of the Su-
preme Soviet of the U: S. S. R. • • *" (re
port of the Committee on Un-American 

· Activities on the Communist Peace Offensive, 
April 1, 1951). 
, Bishop Walls was one ot the sponsors of 
the American Sponsoring Committee for 
Representation at the World Peace Congress, 
as shown on ·e. mimeographed letter of De
cember 1, 1950; he was a delegate to the 
World Peace Congress, as shown in the Daily 
Worker of November 7, 1950 (p. 2); he signed 
a protest made by the American Sponsoring 
Committee for Representation at the World 

· Peace Congress (Daily People's World of No
vember 20, 1950, p. 2). The protest was made 
against exclusion by· the British Government 

· of more than 50 Americans, five-sixths of the 
United States delegation to the World Peace 
Congress. In the latter two sources, he was 

. identified as secretary of the board of bishops 
of A. M. E. Zion Church. 
. The World Peace Congress was cited as a 
Communist front among the "peace confer
ences" which "have been organized under 
Communist initiative in various countries 
throughout the world as part of a campaign 
against the North Atlantic Defense Pact" 
(report of the Committee on Un-American 
Activities dated April l, 1951). 

According to the Daily Worker of October 
28, 1949 (p. 2), Bishop W. J. Walls, of Chi
cago, endorsed Benjamin J. Davis, Jr., Com
munist, and urged his reelection to the New 
York City Council. Benjamin J. Davis was 
1 of the 11 leaders of the Communist Party 
on trial. 
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FEBRUARY 13, 1956. zation -was changed to the American League 

Subject: John Haynes Holmes, national vice for Peace and. Democracy. There was. how .. 
president, NAACP, 1954-. ever, no fundamental change in the charac-

The public records, files, and publications ter of the organization. It remained as com
of this committee contain the' following in- pletely under the control of Communists 
formation concerning the subject individual. when the name was changed as it b:ad been 
This report should not be construed as rep- -before" (special committee report,. March 
resenting the results of an investigation by 29, 1944, p. 53; also cited in reports, January 
or fincUngs of this committee. It should be 3, 1939, pp. 69and121; January 3, 1940, -p . 10; 
noted that the individual is not necessarily June 25, 1942', p. 14). The Attorney General 
a Communist, a Communist sympathizer, of the United States cited the league as 
or a fellow-traveler unless otherwise indi- subversive and Communist (letters to Loy
cated. aity Review Board, released-December 4-, 1947, 
' Rev-. John Haynes Holmes was shown to be and Sept-ember 21, 1948; also included in 
a member of the -advisory board of · the consolidated list released Apri-1 -1, 1954). - The 
American Committee for Prot ection -of For- ', Attorney General cited 1t as a "Communist
e.ign Born on a: letterhead of the organization front organization••. in re Harry Bridges, 
dated April 27, 1938, on a letterhead dated May 28, -1942 (p. 10) and said it was "estab
January 1940, and in the caUto the third an- lished in the United States in an effort to 
nual conference. The American Committee create public sentiment on behalf of a for
for Protection of Foreign Born was cited as eign policy adapted to the interests of the 
subversive and Communist by the Attorney -Soviet Union"' (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD> vol. 
General of the United States (letters to Loy- '88, pt. 6, p. 7442). 
alty Review Board, released June 1 and Sep- The Daily Worker (September 24, 1940, p. 
tember 21, 1948; also included in consoli- 5} reported that an open letter sponsored by 
dated list released April l, 1954-). The spe- the Communist · Party- and the American 
cial Comm_ittee on Un-American Activities Civil Liberties Union, demanding discharge 
cited the organization .as .. one of the oldest of Communist Party defendants in Fulton 
auxiliaries of the Communist Party in the and Livingston counties, was signed by John 
United States" (report, March 29, 1944, p. 155; Haynes Holmes. 
also cited in report, June 25, 1942, p. 13). The Daily Worker of February 13, 1937 (p. 

In a bulletin, Spot News (p. 1}, John 2), reported that "aroused by the Fascist 
Haynes Holmes was listed as a sponsor of the ·tactics displayed by the Brazilian Govern
·American Committee · to Save Refugees·, ·ment in its treatment-of hundreds of politi .. 
which was cited as a. Communist front by cal prisoners held without trial since Novem• 
the Special Committee on Un-American Ac- ber 1935, outstanding among them Luiz 
tivitieS', report, March 29, 1944 (pps. 49, 112', Carlos Prestes, leader of the liberation move
·129, 133, 138, 167, 180). ·ment of the Brazilian people, and Arthur 

A letterhead dated November 18, 1936·, Ewert, ex-deputy In the German Reichstag, 
showed John Haynes Holmes to be a -mem- .outstanding Americans have &igned their 
ber of the general committee of the medical ;names' to a cable of protest forwarded to 
bureau, Am.ertcan Friends of Spanish Democ- President Vargas of Brazil." Among those 
·racy. "New M-asses~· (January 5, 1937, p. 31) ·named - as . signers was "Dr. -:John Haynes 
·also- listed Jo-hn Haynes HolmeS' as a mem• .Holmes. Community Church. A letterhead 
·ber of the general committee of that organ- .dated November 16, 1938, of the conference 
izatlon. "In 1937-3-8, the Communist Party -on - Pan . .Ame:tican Democracy, listed John 
threw Itself wholeheartedly fnto the cam• Haynes Holmes as a. s.ponsor. The Attorney 
paign for the support of the Spanish Loy- ·General cited this organization as subversive 
alist cause, recruiting men and organizing and Communist (letters to Loyalty Review 
·multifarious so-called relief organizations ·Board, released June 1 and September 21, 
• * • such as • * * American Friends of Span- -1948'; also in.eluded in conwlidated Ust re-
1sh Democracy" (special committee on Un• -leased. Aptll 1, 1954). The special Committee 
American Activities, report, March 29, 1944, on Un-American Activities cited the organl
p. 82). zation -as a Communist front whi.ch d.e!ended 

The Daily Worker (.Tanuary 11, I937, p. 2) -Carlos Luiz Prestes. a. Brazilian Communist 
reported that John Haynes Holmes was a leader and former member of the executive 
sponsor of the New York City Conference committee of the Communist International 
Against War and Fascism. The Daily Work- (report, Mareh 29, 1944, pp. 161 and 164; 
er (February 23, 1938, p. 2} reported that he also cited in report, June 25, 1942, p. 18). 
signed a letter which was sponsored by the The Daily Worker of February 13, 1939 (p. 
American League for Peace and Democracy. ·2), reported that Dr. John Haynes Holmes 
A contribution from him appeared in Fight was a;. member of the Descendants of the 
(September 1935, p. 2), a magazine published American Revolution., The Daily Worker 
by the American League Agaii:ist War and (January 21, 1938, p. 2), also referred to him 
Fascism; he was identified as minister, Com- as a sponsor and as a. member of the advisory 
munity Church, New: York. The following board. of that organization. A pamphlet, 
Is quoted f:rom an editorial comment on the Descendants of the Amer ican Revolution 
article: (back page) , listed him as a member of the 

"In a recent sermon Dr. Holmes made an advisory board of the organization. The 
eloquent appeal for unity of Christians and special committee (report, June 25, 1942, pp. 
Communists in opposition to the forces of 18 and 19) cited the Descendants of: the 
reaction driving toward war and fascism, .American Revolution as "a Communtst .-front 
and in struggle for the achievement of a bet- organization set up as a radical imitation Of 
ter world based on brotherhood and cooper~ . the Daughters of the American Revolution. 
tion among men. The descendants have uniformly adhered to 

"If churchmen will unite with Commu- .. the line of the Communist Party. * •· * The 
nists, Socialists, trade unionists and every- educational director * * * is one Howard 
one else opposed to war and fascism, our Solzam, an instructor at the Communist 
forces will be tremendously strengthened, Party's Workers SChool in New York." 
and war and fascism will not be inevitable. A program of the conference (February 12, 
Already the American League Against War 1940), named John Haynes Holmes a-s a 
and Fascism has brought together in its sponsor of the Greater New York Emergency 
ranks people of diverse political and reli- Conference on Inalienable Rights. This con
gious beliefs, liberals, radicals and revolu- ference was cited by the special Committee 
tionists, of all races and creeds * * •. on Un-American Activities as a Communist 

"The American League Against War and _ front which was succeeded by the National 
Fascism was organized at the First United Federation for Constitutional Liberties {re
states Congress Against War which was held port, March 29, 1944, pp. 96 and 129). It 
in New York City, September 29 to October was also cited by the congressional Commit-
1, 1933. Four years later at Pittsburgh, No- tee on Un-American Activities (report No. 
vember 26-28, 1937, the name of the organi- 1115, September 2, 1947, p. 3). 

CII--203 

• An open Iett.er to the United States Senate, 
initiated arid distributed by the Na:tiona:l 
Eme:rgency . Conference for Democratic 
Rights. in protest of the Demps.ey deporta
.tion bill and the McCormack rider attached 
to the Walter espionage bill, was signed by 
the Reverend John Haynes: Holmes (photo
istat of open letter). "It will be remembered 
that during the days of the infamous- Soviet
Nazi Pact., the Communists built protective 
organizations known as the National Emer
gency Conference, the Natfona1 Emergency 
Conference - for Democratic Rights, which 
-culminated in the National Federation for 
,constitutional Liberties.. (Committee on 
·Un-American Activities, report No. 111&, 
-September 2, -194'7, p .. 12). The special com
mittee cited the National Emergency Confer
ence * * * as a C'ommunist front In the 
report of March 29, 1944 (pp. 48 and 102). 

The Daily Worker of February 8, 1939 (p. 
7}, reported that John Haynes Holmes was 
contributor to a booklet published by the 
League of American Wrlterl:!. The league was 
cited as a Communist-front organization 
in three reports of the special committee 
(report, January 3, 1940, p. 9; June 25, 1942, 
p. 19; March 29, 1944, p . 48}. It was cited as 
subversive and Communist by the Attorney 
General (letters to Loyalty Review Board, 
released June 1, and September 21, 1948'; also 
included in consolidated list released April l, 
1954). Previously, the Attorney General 
(CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, vol. 88, pt. 6, p. 7445) 

.stated that the overt activities of the lea-
.gue "leave little doubt of Its Communist 
con trot:• . 
_ . An~und'ated letterhead' Hated John Haynes 
Jioimes. _as a sponsor of . the New York Tom 
-Mooney Committee, which was cited as a 
.Communist front by the special committee 
(report. March 29; 1944, p . 154). 
· ·An unda.ted lea:fiet published by the Citi

.zens' Committee to Free Earl ·Browner named 
Dr. John Haynes Holmes, Community 
.Church,- New York City, among those who 
appealed to- President Roosevelt for justice 
in the Browder case. The Citizens' Commit
,tee to F'ree Earl Browder was cited as Com• 
:munist by the United States Attorney Gen:
erali {CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-~ vol. 88. pt. 6, p. 
!'1447; letter to Loyalty Review Board, 
released April 27, 1949; also included in con
solidated list released Aprill, 1954)'. "When 
Earl Browder (then general secretary. Com
munist Party} was. in Atlanta. Penitentiary 
serving a. sentence involving, his fraudulent 
passports. the Communist Party's front 
which agitated for his release. was known as 
the Citizens' Committee to Free Earl Brow

. der • • * (special committee report. March 
29, 1944). 

Soviet Russia. Today :for December 1933 
(p. 17) listed John Haynes Holmes among the 
endorsers of the National Committee, Friends 
oi the Soviet Union. A pamphlet issued by 
the Friends of the Soviet Union entitled 
"Welcomel 'Land of. Soviets' Moscow-New 
York 192.9" listed John Haynes Holmes as a 
member of the Reception Committee for the 
Soviet Flyers. The Attorney G.eneral cited 
Friends of tlie Soviet Union as Communist 
(letters to Lo-yalty Review Board, released 
December 4, 1947, June 1 and September 21, 
1948; also included in consolidated list re
leased April l . 19M) . Th_e special commit

. tee cited it as "one of the most open Com
munist fronts in the United States" whose 
purpose ''is to propagandize for and defend 
Russia. and its system of government" (re
port, January 3, 1939, p. 78}. 

Rev. John Haynes Holmes, New York, N. Y., 
was shown to be a sponsor of the Mid-Cen
t ·ury Conference for Peace . on the call to 
that conference. The conference was cited 
by this committee at a meeting held in Chi
cago, May 29 and 30, 1950, by the Committee 
for Peaceful Alternatives to the Atlantic Pact 
and as having been "aimed at assembling as 
many gullible persons as possible under 
Communist d irection and turning them into 
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a vast sounding board for Communist propa
ganda" (report 378, April 25, 1951, p. 58). 
. A letterhead dated March 16, 1937, listed 
John Haynes Holmes as a member of the Na
tional People's Committee Against Hearst, 
cited by the special Committee on Un-Amer
ican Activities as a subsidiary organization 
of the American League for Peace and Democ
racy, which was described on page 2 of this 
report (report, June 25, 1942, p. 16). 

A letterhead dated March 20, 1926, listed 
Rev. John Haynes Holmes as a member of 
the advisory board of Russian Reconstruc
tion Farms, Inc., cited 'by the special com
mittee as a Communist enterprise which was 
directed by Harold Ware, son · of the well
known Communist Ella Reeve Bloor (report, 
March 29, 194'4, p. 76). 

·New Masses for March 31, 1936 (p. 2) 
named John Haynes Holmes as a member of 
the League for Mutual Aid, cited as a Com
munist enterprise by the special committee 
(report, March 29, 1944, p. 76). 

According to the Daily Worker of February 
·16, 1948 (p. 16) · Rev. John Haynes Holmes 
signed a statement to the mayor and city 
council in behalf of Simon Gerson, a Com
munist. An advertisement in the New York 
Times (February 19, 1948, p. 13), listed him 
as a supporter of the Citizens Committee To 
Defend Representative Government, sup
porting the seating of Gerson. 

The following was reported in the Daily 
Worker on September 22, 1948 (p. 5): 
"Professor Ralph Sarton Perry of Harvard 
University released yesterday the names of 
93 prominent educators, churchmen, and 
1nidviduall5 in other cultural fields, who have 
formed a committee of welcome for the Very 
Reverend Hewlett Johnson, D. D., dean of 
Canterbury Cathedral. Dean Johnson had 
been invited to visit the United States by 
the National Council of American-Soviet 
Friendship for a countrywide tour under its 
auspices. A visa was refused him on the 
ground that the sponsoring organization 
was on the Attorney General's list. The 
Committee of Welcome had extended to 
Dean Johnson an invitation to come to the 
United States under its independent auspice 
tn No:vember and December of this year and 

. to speak at public gatherings." The article 
named Dr. John Haynes Holmes, minister, 
the Community Church, New York, among 
the members of the committee. 

The National Council of American-Soviet 
Friendship was cited as subversive and Com
munist by the Attorney General (letters .to 
Loyalty Review Board, released December 4, 
1947 and September 21, 1948; also inc:luded 
in consolidated lillt released April 1, 1954). 
The special committee cited the National 
Ccuncil • • • as "the Communist Party's 
principal front for all things Russian" (re
port, March 29, 1944, p. 156). 

The Daily Worker of February 19, 1951 
(p. 2) reported that Rev. John Haynes 
Holmes wa.s a signer of a statement addressed 
to the Attorney General, urging withdrawal 
of contempt of Congress proceedings against 
a number of persons who had been indicted 
for refusing to answer questions before con
gressional committees. 

The Daily People's World of August 1, 1951 
(p. 2) reported that Rev. John Haynes 

· Holmes endorsed a statement attacking the 
Smith Act, which was anti-Communist legis
lation. It was reported in the Daily Worker 
of January 15, 1953 (p. 8) that Rev. John 
Haynes Holmes, minister-emeritus, the Com
munity Church of New York, signed a letter 
to President Truman asking for amnesty for 
11 leaders of the Communist Party arrested 
under the Smith Act. 

In testimony before this committee on 
July 7, 1953, Benjamin Gitlow, former mem
ber of the Communist Party, said: "Before 
the creation of the front organizations, the 
ministers who carried out the instructions o! 
the Communist Party or collaborated With it 
were limited in numbers. The outstanding 
ones among them were • • • Rev. John 

Haynes Holmes • • •H (Communist Activi
ties in the New .York Area, p. 2077). 

The Daily Worker of January l, 1953 (p. 
1), reported that Rev. John Haynes Holmes 
signed a petition for clemency for the Rosen
.bergs. The same newspaper on January 13, 
1953 (p. 2) published. a list of "the clergymen 
of various faiths and other religious leaders 
who have urged President Truman to use 
his power of clemency to save the lives of 
Ethel and Julius Rosenberg." The name of 
Dr. John Haynes Holmes, New York, ap
peared on the list. The Rosenbergs had 
been convicted of conspiracy to commit 
espionage and sentenced to death. 

FEBRUARY 13, 1956. 
Subject: ·Mary McLeod Bethune, national 

vice president, NAACP, 1954. 
. The public records, files and publications 
of this committee contain the following in
formation concerning the subject individual. 
This report should not be construed as repre
.senting the results of an investigation . by 
or findings of this committee. It should be 
noted that the individual is not necessarily 
a Communist, a Communist sympathizer, or 
a fellow-traveler unless otherwise indicated. 

The Washington Post and Times Herald, 
May 19, 1955 (p. 20), reported that Mary 
McLeod Bethune, founder of the National 
Council of Negro Women and president 
emeritus, Bethune-Cookman College, died on 
,May 18, 1955, at her home in Daytona Beach, 
Fla., at the age of 79. 

The name of Mary McLeod Bethune ap
peared on the honor roll of Elizabeth Gurley 
Flynn, as published in the Sunday Worker 
of March 9, 1947 (p. 7); Elizabeth Gurley 
Flynn is one of the few outstanding women 
leaders of the Communist Party in this 
country. 

A photostat of a letterhead of the Amer
ican Committee for Yugoslav Relief dated 
August 6, 1945, listed Mrs. Mary McLeod 
Bethune as a member of the Sponsors Com
mittee of ~he organization. 

The Attorney General of the United States 
cited the American Committee for Yugoslav 
Relief, Inc., as subversive and Communist 
in letters to the Loyalty Review Board, re
leased June 1 and September 21, 1948; re
designated April 27, 1953, pursuant to 
Executive Order No. 10450, and included on 
the April 1, 1954 consolidated list of or
ganizations previously designated. The 
Committee on Un-American Activities, in 
its report on the American Slav Congress, 
June 26, 1949 (p. 78), cited the American 
Committee for Yugoslav Relief, Inc., as a 
Communist front which "was actively sup
ported by the Daily Worker, official organ of 
the Communist Party, United States of 
America." 

A pamphlet entitled "7¥2 Million • • •" 
(p. 34), released by the American League for 
Peace and Democracy, lists the name of 
Mrs. Bethune as a member of the national 
committee of that organization; a letterhead 
of the organization, dated July 12, 1939, and 
a photostat of a letterhead of the Baltimore 
division of the group •dated May 18, 1939 
furnished the same information. "Fight" 
magazine for March 1939 (p. 3), and letter
heads of the league dated March 24, 1939, 
and April 6, 1939 (photostat), name Mrs. 
Bethune as vice chairman of the league. 

The Attorney General cited the American 
League for Peace and Democracy as subver
sive and Communist in letters released June 
1 and September 21, 1948; redesignated April 
27, 1953, and included on the April l, 1954, 
list. The organization was cited previously 
by the Attorney General as established in 
the United States in 1937 as successor to the 
American League Against War and Fascism 
"iu an effort to create public sentiment on 
behalf of a foreign policy adapted to the 
interests of the Soviet Union • • •." 

. (CONGJlES$IONAL RECORD, vol. 88, pt. 6, p. 
7442). The SpeciaJ. Cominittee on Un-Ameri-

can Activities, in its report of January 3, 
1939 (pp. 69-71), cited the American League 
for Peace and Democracy as "the large15t of 
the Communist-front movements in the 
United States. • • • The. league contends 
publicly that it is not a Communist-front 
movement, yet at _the very beginning Com
munists dominated it. Earl Browder was its 
vice president." 

Mrs. Bethune was a sponsor of the Win
the-Peace Conference, as shown on a letter
head. of that group dated February 28, 1946, 
the Daily Worker of March 5, 1946, and "A 
Call to a Win-the-Peace Conference" in the 
National Press Building, Washington, D. C., 
April 5-7, 1946; she was vice chairman of the 
national committee, New York Committee 
to Win the Peace, according to a letterhead 
of that group dated June 1, 1946, and the 
New York Committee Cali to Win-the-Peace 
Conference, June 26-29, 1946. 

The National Committee to Win the Peace 
was organized at the Win-the-Peace Confer
ence in Washington, D. C., April 5-7, 1946, 
and was cited as subversive and Communist 
by the Attorney General in letters released 
December 4, 1947, 11.nd September 21. 1948; 
redesignated April 27, 1953, and included on 
the April l, 1954, consolidated list. 

Letterheads of the Civil Rights Congress, 
dated March 4, 1948, and May 7, 1948, list 
the name of Mrs. Bethune as vice chairman 
of the congress; she signed the call to the 
national conference which was held in Chi
cago, as shown in the Daily Worker of Octo
ber 21, 1947 (p. 5); and was one of the spon
sors of a meeting of the group, according to 
the Daily Worker of Janauary 19, 1949 (p. 10), 
in which source she was identified as presi
dent, National Council of Negro Women. 

The Attorney General cited Civil Rights 
Congress as subversive and Communist in 
letters released December 4, 1947, and Sep
tember 21, 1948; redesignated April 27, 1953, 
and included on the April 1, 1954, consoli
dated list. The Committee on Un-American 
Activities, in its report of September 2, 1947 
(pp. 2 and 19), cited the Civil Rights Con
gress as an organization formed in April 
1946 as a merger of two other Communist
front organizations (International Labor 
Defense and the National Federation for 
Constitutional Liberties); "dedicated not to 
the broader issues of civil liberties, but spe
cifically to the defense of individual Com
munists and the Communist Party," and 
"controlled by individuals who are either 
.members of the Communist Party or openly 
loyal to it." 

In a report on the American Slav Congress, 
released by this committee April 26, 1950, the 
organization was cited as "a Moscow inspired 
and directed federation of Communist-dom
inated organizations seeking by methods of 
propaganda and pressure to subvert the 
10 million people in this country of Slavic 
birth or descent." The Attorney General 
cited the American Slav Congress as subver
sive and Communist tn letters released June 
1 and September 21, 1948; redesignated April 
27, 1953, and included on the April 1, 1954, 
consolidated list. Mrs. Bethune was one of 
the sponsors of a testimonial dinner which 
was held in New York City, October 12, 1947, 
under the auspices of the American Slav Con
gress (invitation issued by the congress; and 
the printed program, p. 2). 

The Daily People's World of April 20, 1944 
(p. 3), reported that Mrs. Bethune was one 
of the sponsors of the American Youth for 
Democracy club; on a program of the dinner 
celebrating the first anniversary of the 
American Youth for Democracy, October 16, 
1944, Mrs. Bethune was named also as a. 
sponsor of the group (see program, Sa.lute to 
Young America Committee) . 

The Attorney General cited the American 
Youth for Democracy as subversive and Com
munist in letters released December 4, 1947, 
and September 21, 1948; redesignated April 
27, 1953, and included on the April -1, 1954, 
consolidated list. The Special Committee 
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on Un-American Activitles cited the Ameri
can Youth for Democracy as the new name 
under which the Young Communist League 
operates and which also largely absorbed the 
American Youth Congress (Report, March 
29, 1944, p. 102.). The Committee. on Un
American Activities, in its report of April 1 'l, 
1947, cited the American Youth for Democ
racy as a. front. formed in October 1943 to 
succeed the Young Communist League and 
for the purpose of exploiting to the advantage 
of a foreign power the idealism, inexperience, 
and craving to join which is characteristic of 
American ·College youth. Its "high-sounding 
slogans" cover "a determined effort to dis
affect our youth and to turn them against 
religion, the American home, against the 
college authorities,. and ag,ainst the American 
Government itself." 

Mrs .. Bethune signed the call to the Con
gress of Youth which was the :fifth national 
gathering of the American Youth Congress, 
held in New York City, July .1-5, 1939 (from 
the proceedings of the congress,. p. 2). 

The Attorney General .cited the American 
Youth . Congress, as: subversive and Com
munist in letters released December 4, 1947, 
and September 21, 1948; redesignated April 'l, 
1953, and. included on the April 1, 1954, list. 
The organization was cited previously by the 
Attorney General as "controlled by Commu
nists and manipulated by them to influence 
the thought of American youth" ( CONGRES
SIONAL RECORD,, vol. 88, pt. 6. p. 7444; also 
cited. in re Harry Bridges, May 28,, 1942, 
p. 10.) The Special Committee on Un-Ameri
can Acti.vities,, in its report of June 25, 1942 
(p. 16)', cited the American Youth Congress 
as "one of the principal fronts of the Com
munist Party." 

Mrs. Bethune was a member of the advisory 
board of the Southern Negro Youth Congress 
(letterheads, of the organization dated June 
12, 1947, and. August. 11, 1947; and. a page 
from a leaflet published by, the organization):. 
. _ The Southern Negro Youth Congress- has 
been cited as a Communist-front organiza
tion by the Special Committee on Un.
American Activities in its report of January 3, 
1940 (p. 9) ~ and as "surreptitiously con
trolled" by the Young Communist League 
(Committee on Un-American Activities, re
port 271, ~eleas~d _Ap~il 17, 1947, p. 14). Th~ 
Attorney General cited the group as sub
versive and among -the . affiliates and com
mittees of the Communist Party, United 
States of America, which seeks to alter the 
f.orm of government of the United St.ates by 
unconstitutional means (letterhead of De
cember 4, 1947; redesignated April 27, 1953, 
and included on the April 1, 1954, consoli
dated list.) . 

A pamphlet of the Council on African 
Affairs. entitled "Seeing Is Believing," which 
was published in 1947, named Mrs. Bethune 
as a member of the council; she participated 
in a conference of the council. according, to 
the pamphlet, "For a New Africa" (p. 36), 
also published. by the organization. She sent 
greetings to the National Negro Congress, 
October 1937, as shown in the proceedings 
of the congress;. she also participated in the 
Conference on Africa, held in New York City, 
April 14, 1944 (pamphlet of the proceedings 
of the eonference which was held under the 
joint auspices: of the Council on African 
Affairs and the National Negro Congress). 

The Attorney General of the United States 
cited the Council on African Affairs as sub
versive and Communist in letters released on 
December 4, 1947, and September 21, 1948; 
redesignated April 27,. 1953', and included on 
the April l, 1954, consolidated list. 

The National Negro Congress was cited by 
the Attorney General as subversive and Com
munist in letters released December 4, 1947, 
and September 21. 1948; redesignated April 
27, 1953, and included on the April 1, 1954, 
consolidated list. The: organization was cited 

-previolISly by the Attorney General as a Com
munist front (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD:, vol. 88, 
pt. 6, p. 7447). The Special committee on 

Un-American Activities, tn its· report of Jan
uary 3, 1939 (p. 81:) .• cited. the National Negro 
Congress as "the Communist-front move
ment in th& United States among Ne-
groes • • *.," · -

The Daily Worker of February 8, 1939, · (p. 
2), published ari appeal of the Negro People's 
Committee to Aid Spanish Democracy to lift 
the embargo on arms to Loyalist Spain;, Mr~. 
Bethune. was shown as one of those who 
signed the appeal. The special committee 
ci.ted. the Negro People's Committee to Aid 
Spanish Democracy as, a. Communist-front 
organization in report 1311 of March 29, 1944. 
Mrs. Bethune issued an individual statement 
which was printed in the boeklet, "These 
Americans sa:y: 'Lift the Embargo Against 
Republican Spain,' " which. was compiled and 
published by the Coordinating Committee to 
Lift the (Spanish} Embargo, urging that. "in 
the name of true neutrality, in the. cause of 
world peace and democracy, li!t the embargo 
(on the sale of arms to Spain)"; she spon
sored the Spanish Refugee Relief Campaign, 
as was shown in the pamphlet, "Children in 
Concentration Camps." The Coordinating 
Committee To. Lift the (Spanish) Embargo 
was cited as one of a number of front organi
zations, set up during the Spanish Civil War 
by the Communist Party in the United States 
and through which the Party ·carried on a 
great deal of agitation (special committee 
in report 1311 of March 29, 1944). The 
Spanish Refugee Relief Campaign was. cited 
as a Communist-front organization by the 
special committee in a report of January 3, 
1940. 

Mrs. Bethune was a sponsor of the Na
tional Emergency Conference (letterh.ead of 
the organization. dated May 19, 1939}; and 
a member of the board of sponsors of the 
National Emergency Conference for Demo
cratic Rights (press release of the group 
dated February 23, 1940). She signed the 
1943 message of the National Federat~on for 
Co~titutional Liberties,, . addressed to· the 

·united States House of Representatives, as 
shown on a leaflet attached to an undated 
letterhead of that organization. Mrs. 
Bethune was a sponsor of the Washington 
Committee for Democratic Action, as shown 
on the "CaU to ai Conference on Civil Rights, 
April 20-21, 1940" (p. 4), and on a letter
head of the group dated April 26, 1940. 

"It will be remembered that _during the 
days of the infamous Soviet-Nazi pact, the 

-Communists built protective organizations 
known as the National Emergency Confer
ence, the National Emergency Conference 
for Democratic Ri'ghts, which culminated in 
the National Federation for Constitutional 
Liberties'' (report 1115 of the Committee on 
Un-Ameri~an Activities, released September 
2, 1947); the three organizations -were also 
cited by the special committee in report 1311 
of March 29, 19'44. The Attorney General 
cited the National Federation for Constitu
tional Liberties as .. part of what Lenin called 

-the solar system of organizations, ostensibly 
, having no, connection. with the Communist 
Party, by which Communists attempt to cre
ate sympathizers, and suppm:ters of their 
program. (It) was established as a result of 
a conference on constitutional liberties held 
in Washington, D. C., June 7-9, 1940" (CON
GRESSIONAL RECORD, vol. 88,, pt. 6, p . 74~6). 
The Attorney General also cit.ed the organi
zation as subversive, and Communist in 
letters released' December 4, 1947, and Sep
tember 21, 1948; redesignated April 27, 1953, 
and included on the April 1, 195.4, cons.oli
dated list. 

The Washington Committee for Demo· 
cratic Action was cited as an affiliate or 
local chapter of the National · Federation.' 
"The program of th.e Washington Committee 
followed tnat of the National Federation. 
National Communist lea~ers have addr.essed 
its meetings, and conferences sponsored by 
it have been attended by representatives of 
prominent CommunJ:st.-:t:ront organizations" 
(Attorney General. CoNGRESSLONAI. RECoitD, 

vol. 88, pt.· 6, p. '144!j'}: the Attorney-General 
also eited the group as subversive and Com
munist, in letterS' Feleased December 4, 1947, 
and September 21, 1948; redesignated April 
27, 1953, and included on the April l, 1954, 
consolidated list. The spe.cial committee 
found that. "when the American League for 
Peace and Democracy was dissolved in Feb
ruary 1940, its suecessor in Washington was 
the Washington Committee for Democratic 
Action. The latter wa:s afiiliated with the 
National ·Federation for Constitut.ional Lib
erties" (reports• of June 25. 1942, and March 
29, 1944). 

Mrs. Bethune was one of the sponsors of 
the Congress of American-Soviet Friendship, 
as shown in Soviet Russia Today for Decem
ber 19'42 (p. 42.); she spoke. as a member of 
the worn.en's panel of the· congress,, held in 
New York City, November 6, 7,, 8, 1943, as 
shown by a photostat of the program. She 
participated in a. meeting pa.ying tribute ~ 
women of the United States of America and 
the U. S. S .. R. held in Carnegie Hall, New 
York City. March 6, 1944, under the auspices 
of the committee of women, National Com
mittee of American-Soviet Friendship ("So
viet Russia Today," March 1944, p .. 35; and 
"New Masses" for February 29, 1944, p. 29); 
she was named as a sponsor and a. member of 
the. committee of women of the national 
council * * *, on the, call to a conferenc.e of 
women of the United States of America and 
the U. S. S. R. in the postwar world on No
vember 18, 1944, in the Commodore Hotel, 
.New York City;, a. letterhead of. the commit
tee. of women, national council * * * dated 
March 1. 1948. contains the name of Mrs. 
Bethune in the list of members; sbe was a. 
member of the board of directors of the 
national council, as shown on letterheads of 
that organization dated February 8, 1946, 
and March 13. 1946, and a photostat of a. 
letterhead dated January 10,, 1945. An invi
tation to a luncheon. "Women of the United 
Nations:• held under auspices of -the commit
tee of women of the National Council of 
American-Soviet Friendship, December 12, 
1946, New York City, listed MrS'. Mary McLeod 

'Bethune as a member. She was shown as a 
member of the national council on a report 
to the membership of the board and officers 
of the national council at the annual mem
bership meeting, April 23, 1952'. 

In Its report o! March 29, 1944, the special 
committee cited .the National Council of 
American-Soviet Friendship as having been 
"in recent months, the C'ommunrst Party's 

·principal front for all things Russian.'" The 
Attorney General cited the national council 
as subversive and Communist in letters re
leased December 4, 1947, and September 21, 
1948; redesignated April 27, 1953, and in
cluded on the April I, 1954, list. 

. A letter of the· American Committee for 
Protection _of Foreign Born, opposing alien 
registration, carried the signature of Mary 
McLeod -Bethune, as shown in the Daily 
Worker of November 23. 1939 (p. 3, columns 
7-8) ; she was one of the sponsors of the 
·fourth annual conference of the organization 
which was held in Washington. D. C., March 
2.-3, 1940 (as shown on a letterhead o:r the 
conference};. a. booklet entitled "The Regis
tration of Aliens" which was prepared and 
published by the American Committee for 

· Protection of Foreign Born, lists Mrs. Beth
une as one of the sponsors of that organiza
tion. 

The Attorney General cited the American 
: Commi.ttee for Protection of Foreign Born as 
subversive and Communist in letters released 
June 1 and September 21, 1948~ redesignated 
April 27, 1953, and included on the April 1, 
1954, consolidated list. The· Special Com
mittee on Un-American Activities, in its re
port of March 29, 1944 (p., 155) , cited the 
American Committee for Protection of For
eign Born as "one of the. oldest auxiliaries 
of the Communist· Pa:rty in the United 
States." 
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Mrs. Bethune was one of the sponsors of 

the League of Young Southerners which 1s 
the youth division of the Southern Confer
ence for Human Welfare, as shown on a. 
letterhead dated August 13, 1940; she was 
named in The Southern Patriot, for Decem
ber 1946, e.s a. member of the board of repre
sentatives (1947-48) of the Southern Confer
ence; she was a member of the executive 
board, a.s shown on a. leaflet of the conference 
entitled .. The South Is Closer Than You 
Think" (received a.bout February 1947). 

The Southern Conference for Human Wel
fare was cited as a Communist-front organi
zation which seeks to attract southern lib
erals on the basis of its seeming interest in 
the problems of the South although its 
professed interest in southern welfare is 
simply an expedient for larger alms serving 
the Soviet Union and its subservient Com
munist Party in the United States (Com
mittee on Un-American Activities in report 
592 of June 12, 1947). The special committee 
also cited the group as a Communist-front 
which received money from the Robert Mar
shall Foundation, one of the principal 
sources of the funds by which many Com
munist fronts operate (report of March 29, 
1944). 

Mrs. Bethune received the New Masses 
award for greater interracial understanding 
at a. dinner in her honor a.t the Hotel Com
modore, New York City, January 14, 1946 
(Daily Worker, January 7, 1946, p. 11, col
umns 1-2); she received a. similar award 
for contributions made to promote democ
racy and interracial unity at the New 
·Masses Second Annual Awards Dinner, as 
shown in New Masses for November 18, 1947 
(p. 7). 

New Masses wa.s cited as a nationally cir
culated weekly journal of the Communist 
Party • • • whose ownership was vested in 
the American Fund for Public Service (spe
cial committee report 1311 of March 29, 
1944; also cited in committee reports of Jan- 
ua.ry 3, 1939, and June 25, 1942). It was 
cited also by the Attorney General as a. 
Communist periodical (CONGRESSIONAL REC
ORD, vol. 88, pt. 6, p. 7447). 

Mary McLeod Bethune was an initiating 
sponsor of the Independent Citizens' Com
mittee of the Arts, Sciences, and Professions 
as shown by the Dally Worker of December 
24, 1944 (p. 14), and a. · 1etterhead of the 
group dated November 26, 1946. 

The Committee on Un-American Activities 
ties, in its Review of the Scientific and Cul
tural Conference f-or World Peace, April 19, 
1949 (p. 2), cited the In.dependent Citizens' 
Committee of the Arts, Sciences, and Profes
sions as a Communist-front organization. 

·FEBRUARY 13, 1956. 
Subject: Oscar Hammerstein II, national vice . 

president, NAACP, 1954. 

The public records, files, and publications 
of this committee contain the following in
formation c~ncernlng the subject individual. 
This report should not be construed as rep~ 
resenting the results of a.n investigation by 
or findings of this committee. It should be 
noted that the individual is not necessarily a 
Communist, a. Communist sympathizer, or a. 
fellow traveler unless otherwise indicated. . 

Oscar Hammerstein II signed a Call Upon 
the Film Industry To Revoke the Blacklist, 
released by the The(\ ter Di vision of the Arts, 
Sciences, and Professions, as shown in an ad
vertisement that appeared in Variety for 
December 1, 1948 (p. 21). 

The National Council of the Arts was cited 
as a Communist-front organization by the 
Committee on Un-American Activities in 
House Report 1954 dated April. 26, 1950. 

Mr. Hammerstein was one of the initiating 
sponsors of the Independent Citizens Com
mittee of the Arts, Sciences, and Professions, 
as shown 1n the ~ally Worker.of December ·24, 
1944: (p. 14); the name of one Oscar Ham-

mersteln appeared on a list of the inltiatlng 
sponsors of the same organization, as shown 
on their letterhead of November 26, 1946. 
The Independent C1 tizens Committee of Arts, 
Sciences, and Professions was cited as a. Com
munist-front organization by the Committee 
on Un-American Activities in a. Review · of 
the Scientific and. Cultural Conference for 
World Peace, released April 19, 1949. 

As shown in the Daily People's World of 
October 13, 1943 (p. 5), Oscar Hammerstein, 
II, was one of those who endorsed the Writers' 
Congress which was held October 1, 2, and 3, 
1943, under the joint auspices of the Uni
versity of California. and the Hollywood 
Writers' Mob1lization. As shown in the pro
gram of the Writers' Congress, }le was a mem
ber of the Seminar on Song Writing in War. 
The Hollywood Writers' Mobilization was 
cited as subversive and Communist by the 
United States Attorney General (press re
leases of December 4, 1947, and September 21, 
1948; also redesignated pursuant to Execu
tive Order 10450, Attorney General Consoli
dated List, April 1, 1954). 

A letterhead dated February 28, 1946, of 
the Win-the-Peace Conference which was 
held in Washington, D. C., April 5-7, 1946, 
named Oscar Hammerstein II, as one of the 
sponsors of that conference; the same in-
1orma tion also appeared in the Call to a. 
Win-the-Peace Conference. The National 
Committee To Win the Peace was formed at 
the Win-the-Peace Conference. The Na
tional Committee To Win the Peace was cited 
as ·subversive and Communist by the United 
States Attorney General (press releases of 
December 4, 1947, and September 21, 1948; 
also redesignated pursuant to Executive Or
der 10450, Attorney General consolidated 
list, April l, 1954). 
. One Oscar Hammerstein (II n.ot shown) 
was a sponsor of the United Nations in Amer
ica dinner held under the auspice~ of the 
Amertcan Committee for Protection of For
eign Born at the Hotel Biltmore, New York 
City, April 17, 1943, as shown on the invita
tion to the dinner. The United States At
torney General cited the Amerlca.n Commit
tee for Protection of Foreign Born as sub
versive and Communist (press releases of 
June 1 and September 21, 1948; also redesig
nate? pursuant to Executive Order 10450, 
Attorney General consolidated list, April 1, 
1954). The special Committee on Un-Amer
ican Activities, in a report dated March 29, 
1944, cited the American Committee for Pro
tection of Foreign Born as "one of the oldest 
auxiliaries of the Communist Party in the 
United States." 

In the Daily People's World of October 2, 
1944 (p. 5), Oscar Hammerstein (II not 
shown) was named as an honorary member 
of the Association of Young Writers and 
Artists, an organization affiliated with the 
Southern Negro Youth Congress. 

The Southern Negro Youth Congress was 
cited as a Communist-front organization by 
the special Committee on Un-American Ac
tivities in a report dated January 3, 1940; 
the organization was cited as being subver
sive and "among the affiliates and commit
tees "of the Communist Party, United States 
of America, which seek to alter the form of 
government of the United States by uncon-

. stitutional means" (U. S. Attorney General 
in press release of December 4, 1947; also 
redesignated pursuant to Executive Order 
10450, Attorney General consolidated list, · 
April 1, 1954). The group was cited as being 
"surreptitiously controlled" by the Young 
Communist League (Committee on Un
American Activities in report 271 of April 
17, 1947). 

FEBRUARY 13, 1956. 
Subject: William Lloyd .Imes, national· vice 

president, NAACP, 1954. . 
_The public records, files, and publlcations . 

of this committee cont~n the fol}owlng iI.l· 

formation concerning the subject individual. 
This report 11hould not be construed as repre
senting the results of an investigation by or 
findings of this committee. It should be 
noted that the individual is not necessarily 
a. Communist, a. Communist sympathizer,· or 
a fellow-traveler unless otherwise indicated. 

Wllliam Lloyd Imes was -one of those who 
signed a statement on December 14, 1939 
(the day before the 148th anniversary of the 
Bill of Rights), "warning against d.enying 
to the Communists, or to any other minority 
group, the full freedom guaranteed by the 
Bill of Rights" (letter signed by Dashiell 
Hammett dated January 1940, attached to 
the statement). 

A pamphlet entitled "The People vs. 
H. C. L." which was dated December 11-12, 
1937, named William Lloyd Imes as one of 
the sponsors of the Consumers National 
Federation, publishers of the pamphlet. 

The special Committee on Un-American 
Activities, in its report of March 29, 1944 
(p. 155) ,·cited the Consumers' National Fed
eration as a Communist-front organization. 

He supported the National Negro Congress 
(Daily Worker, February 3, 1936, p. 2); spoke 
at the Second National Negro Congress in 
October 1937 (program of the congress); 
and supported a conference of the congress to 
push passage of the antilynch bill (Daily 
Worker, March 17, 1938, p. 4). 

The Attorney General of the United States 
cited the National Negro Congress as sub
versive and Communist in letters to the 
Loyalty Review Board, released December 4, 
1947, and September 21, 1948; redesignated 
April 27, 1953, and included on the April 1, 
1954, consolidated list of organizations re
designated pursu_ant to Executive Order No. 
10'.'150. The organization was cited previ
ously by the Attorney General as a Commu
nist front (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, vol. 88, 
pt. 6, p. 7447). -The Special Committee on 
Un-American Activities, in its report of Jan
uary 3, 1939 (p. 81}, cited the National Ne
gro Congress as "the Communist-front 
movement in the United States among Ne
groes • • •." 

William Lloyd Imes sponsored a dinner
f ormum called by the Protestant Digest Asso
cia.tes on the subject, Protestantism Answers 
Hate, which was held in New York City, 
February 25, 1941. 

Protestant Digest was cited as "a magazine 
which has faithfully propagated the Com
munist Party line under the guise of being 
a religious journal" (special Committee on 
Un-American Activities, report, March 29, 
1944, p. 48). 

He signed a petition of the American Com
mittee for Democracy and Intellectual Free
dom, as shown on a mimeographed sheet 
attached to a letterhead dated January 17, 
1940; and sponsored a citizens rally of the 
same organization, on April 13, 1940, in New 
York City (according to a leaflet announcing 
the rally). 

The· special Committee on Un-American 
Activities, in its report of June 25, 1942 (p. 
13). cited the -American Committee for De
mocracy and Intellectual Freedom as a Com
munist front which defended Communist 
teachers. 

William Lloyd Imes sponsored the Fourth 
Annual Conference of the American Com
mittee for Protection of Foreign Born, as 
shown on a letterhead of the conference 
which was held in Washington, D. C., Marc:h 
2 to 3, 1940. 

The Attorney General cited the American 
Committee for Protection of FOrelgn Born 
as subversive and Colll!IIlunist in letters to 
the Loyalty Review Board, released June 
1 and September 21, 1948; redesignated April 
27, 1953, and included on the April .1, 1954, 
consolidated list. The Special Committee on 
Un.;Ainerican Activities, in its report o! 
March 29, 1944 (p. 155), .cited the Amer
ican Committe for Protection of Foreign Born 
as "one of the 00-Idest auxiliaries of the Com
munl.it P..arty in the_ United States."· 
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Dr. Imes contributed to Fight magazine, 

offtcial organ of the American League Against 
Wat and Fascism (Fight for August 1935, 
p. 4): he was chairman of a rally of the 
American League which was held in Harlem 
(Fight for September 1935, p. 14); he spoke 
at the National People's Committee Against 

.Hearst of the American League (Daily Work-

War and Fascism "ln an effort to create pub- munists built protective organizations 
lie sentiment on behalf of a foreign policy known as the National Emergency Confer
adapted to the interests of the Soviet Union" ence, the -National Emergency Conference 
(CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, vol. 88, pt. 6, p. for Democratic Rights, which culminated 
7442). The Special Committee on Un-Amer- 1n the National Federation for Constitutional 
lean Activities, in its report of January 3, Liberties." 
1939 (pp. 69-71), cited ·the American League The Conference on Pan.-Amerlcan Demo
for Peace and Democracy as "the largest of racy (known also as Council for Pan-Amer

.the Communist-front movements in the ican Democracy) was cited as subversive and 
United States." Communist by the Attorney General in 

The Dally Worker of August 13, 1940 (p. letters released June 1 and September 21, 
5), named Dr. Imes as one who endorsed the 1948; redesignated April 27, 1953, pursuant 
Emergency Peace Mobilization; he was one to Executive Order No. 10450. The special 
of the sponsors of the Greater New York Committee on Un-American Activities, in 
Committee of the Emergency Peace Mobiliza- its report of March 29, 1944 (pp. 161 and 
tion, as shown on an undated letterhead. · 164), cited the Conference on Pan-American 

er October 21, 1936, p. 4): he supported a 
statement of the League, addressed. to the 
United States Congress (Daily Worker, Feb
ruary 27, 1937, p. 2); he was a member of the 
National People's Committee Against Hearst 
(letterhead of March 16, 1937); he spoke in 
New York City at, a joint meeting of the 
American League and American Friends of 
the Chinese People (Daily Worker, Septem
ber 23, 1937, p. 2): and was one of the spon
sors of the .China .Aid Council of the Amer
ican League, as shown on a letterhead of the 
council dated May 18, 1938. As shown by 
the Daily Worker of April 6, 1937 (p. 5), 
Rev. William Lloyd Imes, pastor, St. James 
Presbyterian Church, was guest of honor at 

The Attorney General cited the Emergency Democracy as a Communist front which 
Peace MobHization as follows: "The Amer- defended· Carlos Luiz Prestes, a Brazllian 
-1can Peace Mobilization was formally founded · Communist leader and former member of 
at a meeting in Chicago at the end of August the executive committee of the Communist 
1940, known as. the Emer'gency Peace Mobili- International. 

a dinner of the American League Against 
\Var and Fascism, April 6, 1937, New York 
City. . 

The Attorney General cited the American 
League Against War and Fascism as sub
versive and Communist in letters released · 
December 4, 1947, and September 21, 1948; 
redesignated April 27, 1953, and included on 
the April 1, 1954, consolidated list. The or
ganization was cited previously by the At
torney General as a "Communist-front or
ganization" (in re Harry Bridges, May 28, 
1942, p. 10); and "established in the United 
States in an effort to create public senti
ment on behalf of a foreign policy adapted 
to the interests of the Soviet Union" (CoN
GRESSIONAL RECORD, vol. 88, pt. 6, p. 7442). 
The Special ·Committee on Un-American 
Activities, in its report of March 29, 1944 
(p. 53), cited the American League Against 
War and Fascism as "completely under the 
control of Communists." . 

A letterhead dated November 3, 1937, lists 
William Lloyd Inies as a -member of the na_
tional executive committee, People's Con
gress for Democracy and Peace; he sponsored 
the Boycott Japanese ·Goods Conference of 
the American League for Peace and Democ
racy, February_ 5, 1938 (Daily Worker, Jan. 
11, 1938, p. 2); he signed a letter of the 
American League, as was shown in the Daily 
Worker of February 23, 1938 (p. 2); he signed 
a statement of the league concerning the 
international situation (New Masses, Mar. 
15, 1938, p. 19); a letterhead of the New York 
City Division of the American League named 
him as a memoer of the advisory board as of 
that date (September 22, 1938); a letterhead 
of the City Executive Committee, New York 
City Division, American League for Peace 
and Democracy, dated September 26, 1938, 
contained the hame of the Reverend William 
Lloyd Imes in· the list Of members of the 
advisory board; he endorsed the American 
Congress for Peace and Democracy, January 
6-8, 1939, in New York City, as · shown on ·a 
letterhead dated' December 1, 1938. A letter
head of ' the New York City D'ivis'ion, Ameri
can League "for Peace and De:mocracy, dated 

·March 21, 1939; listed him as a member of the 
advisory board of the league. A letterhead 
of the Baltimore Division, American League 
for Peace and Democracy, dated May 18, 1939, 
coptai·ned the name of Dr. Imes in the list 
of members of the national committee; a 
letterhead of the league, dated July 12, 1939, 
furnished the same information, and also a 
pamphlet entitled "'7¥z Million • • •,"·which 
was published by, the league. . 

The Attorney General cited the American 
League for Peace and Democracy as subver
sive and Communist in letters released June 
1 and ·September 21, 1948; :i:-edesignated 
April 27, 1953, and includecl on the :·April 1, 
1954, consolidated list. The Attorney-Gen..; 
era]; cited the ,organization previously as 
established-'in ' the Uni'ted' States' in !'.937 ·as · 
suec-essor : td the Ameri<!an · Lea'gue· 1 Against 

.. ,_,.. 

zation" (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, vol. 88, pt. Dr. Imes was one of the sponsors of the 
6, p. 7443). The Special Committee on Greater New York Emergency Conference on 
Un-American Activities in its report of March Inalienable Rights, as shown on the program 
29, 1944, cited the Emergency Peace Mobili- of the conference, February 12, 1940 . . He 
zation as a Communist front which came spoke before the American Youth Congress 
forth, after Stalin signed his pact with Hit- (Daily Worker, Jan. 29, 1938, p. 3); and 
ler, to oppose the national defense program, endorsed the American Youth Act, as shown 
lend-lease, conscription, and other American on a press release of the American Youth 
warmongering efforts. It immediately pre- Congress. 
ceded the American Peace Mobilization in The special Committee on Un-American 
1940. . Activities, in its March 29, 1944, report (pp. 96 

Dr. Imes sponsored the Conference on and 129), cited the Greater New York Emer
Constitutional Liberties in America, as gency Conference on Inalienable Rights as 
shown on the call to the conference, June a Communist front which was succeeded by 
7, 194-0; he signed a letter of the National the National Federation for Constitutional 
Federation for Constitutional Liberties, ad- Liberties. The organization was cited by 
dressed to Attorney General Jackson, in de- the Committee on Un-American Activities 
fense of ballot rights of minority parties (report, Sept. 2, 1947, p. 3), as among 
(Daily . Worker, Sept. 24, 1940, P· · 1): he a "maze of organizations" ·Which were 
signed a statement of the federation, oppos- "spawned for the alleged purpose of defend
ing use of injunctions in la~or disputes, ac- ing civil liberties in general but actually 
cording to aµ advertisement which appeared intended to protect Communist subversion 
in the New York Times of April 1, 1946, in from any penalties under the law." 
which source he was identified as president The American Youth Congress was cited 
of Knoxville College. as subversive and Communist by the Attor-

The special ·Committee on Un-American ney General in letters released December -4, 
Activities cited the Conference on Constitu- 1947, and September 21, 1948; redesignated 
tional Liberties in America as "an important April 27, 1953, and included on the April 1, 
part of the solar system 9f the Communist 
Party's front organizations" (Report, Mar. 1954• consolidated list. The group was cited 
29, 1944, p. 102). The Attorney General cited previously by the Attorney . General as 
the conference as one as a result of which "originated in 1934 and • • • has been 
was established the National Federation for contrqlled by Communists and manipulated 
constitutional Liberties (CONGRESSIONAL by them to influence . the thought of Ameri
RECORD, vol. 88, pt. 6, p. 7446). can youth" (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, vol. 88, 

The Attorney. General cited the National pt. 6, P· 7444) • The Special Committee on 
Federation for Constitutional Liberties . as Un-American Activiti~s. in its report of June 
subversive and Communist in letters re- 25, 1942 (p. 16) • cited the American Youth 
leased December 4, 1947, and September 21, Congress as "one of the principal fronts of 
1948; redesigned April 27, 1953, and in- the Communist Party" and- "prominently 
eluded on the April 1, 1954, consolidated list. identified with the White House picket 
The Attorney General cited the organization line • · • • :• , . 
previously as "part of what Lenin called the According to :the proceedingi:; and report, 
solar system of organizations, ostensibly and to "Equal Justice" for July 1939, he 
having no connection with the Communist . sent· greetings to th·e National Conference 
Party, by which Communists attempt to o{ the J;nternational . Labor oefen,se._ He 
create sympathizers and supporters of .their signeq a .letter to President . .Roosev~lt, de
program • . • •" (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, fending the publication, New Masses (issue 
vol. 88, pt. 6, p. 7446). The Special Com- of April 2, 1940, p. 21) • . 
mittee on Un-American Activities, in its The Attorney General cited the Interna-· 
report of March 29, 1Q44 (p. 50), cited the tional Labor Defense as subversive · and 
National Federation for Constitutional Communist ln letters released June 1 and 
Liberties at "one of the viciously subversive September 21, 194:8; redesignated April 27, . 
organizations of the Communist .Party.'~ . 1953, and included on the 1\pril 1, •1954, con~ . 

Dr. Imes signed on open letter of the solidated list. The group y.ras cited previ
National Emergency Conference for Demo- ously by the Attorney General as the "legal 
cratic Rights (Daily Worker, May 13, 1940, arm of the Communist Party" (CONGRES•. 
pp. 1 and 5); he was one of the sponsors of. SIONAL RECORD,. vol. 88, pt. 6, p. 7446.). 
the Conference on Pan-American Democracy, Th.e special Committee on Un-American 
as shown on a letterhead of that g:roup dated Activities, in its report of January 3, 1939 
November 16, 1938. (pp. 75-78), cited the Inter:national Labor 

The National Emergency Conference for Defense a~ "the legal defense arm of th_e 
Democratic Rights was cited· as ·a Communist . Communist Party. of the Uni.ted States.!' . 
front organization by the special committee New Masses was cited as a . "Communist 
in its. report· of March 29, 1944 (pp. 48 and periodical" by the Attorney General (Co:N- . 
102). . The Committee on Un-American Ac- GRESSIONAL RECORD, vol. 88,. pt. 6, p. 7448). 
tivities, in its report of September 2, 1947 The Special committee on Un-American Ac
(p. 12), cited the National Emergency Con- . tivities, in its report of March 29; 1944 
ference for Democratic Rights as follows: "It . (pp. 48 and 75), cited New Masses as a "na
will be remembered ·that durin'g· the days 1of .. tionaUy I circulated weekly .journal _of the 
th.e infanious • Soviet-Nazi pact, the ·'com• Communist Party . • 'II! • ." 



3230 CONGRESSIONAL 'RECORD - HOUSE February 23 

· FEBRUARY 13, 1956. 
Subject: Ira W. Jayne, national vice presi

dent, NAACP, 1954. 
The public records, files, and publications 

of this committee contain the following in
formation concerning the subject individ
ual. This report should not be construed as 
representing the results of an investigation 
by or findings of this committee. It sp.ould 
be noted that the individual is not neces
sarily a Communist, a Communist sympa
thizer, or a fellow-traveler unless otherwise 
indicated. 

Ira Waite Jayne was a member of the Na
tional Lawyers Guild in 1939, as shown by a 
list of the membership for that year which 
was made available to the special Committee 
on Un-American Activities; Ira W. Jayne 
was national vice president of the guild, as 
shown by a letterhead of that organization, 
dated May 10, 1946; Judge Ira W. Jayne 
was a member of the arrangements com
mittee for the 5th annual convention of the 
guild, which was held at the Book-Cadillac 
Hotel in Detroit, Mich., May 29-June l, 1941 
(Convention News for May 1941 (p. 3) pub
lished by the National Lawyers Guild for 
the 5th annual convention); Judge Ira W. 
Jayne was toastmaster at a banquet at the 
same convention (convention program 
printed in Convention News, May 1941 (p. 2) 
published by the National Lawyers Guild 
for the 5th annual convention). 

Ira Waite Jayne was '\Tice president of the 
National Lawyers Guid, as shown by a letter._ 
head dated June 11, 1947; by the program of 
the National Lawyers Guild on Legislative 
Investigation or Thought Control Agency, 
dated October 20, 1947 (p. 4); the Daily 
Worker, February 24, 1948 (p. 3); and a 
letterhead of the guild dated March 8, 1948. 

Ira W. Jayne is listed as a member of the 
executive board of the Detroit chapter of 
the National Lawyers Guild and its national 
vice president, on a letterhead dated March 
19, 1948; Ira Waite Jayne was listed as vice 
president of the guild on the letterhead of 
the organization dated May 7, 1948-a letter 
sent to Members of Congreas by Robert J. 
Silberstein, executive secretary of the guild, 
attacking the Mundt-Nixon anti-Commu-
nist b111. · 

·The National Lawyers Guild was cited as 
a Communist front by the special Commit
tee on Un-American Activities in its report 
of March 29, 1944 {p. 149); the Committee 
on Un-American Activities cited the guild 
as a Communist front which "is the fore
most legal bulwark of the Communist Party, 
its front organizations, and controlled 
unions" and which "since its inception has 
never failed to rally to the legal defense of 
the Communist· Party and individual mem
bers thereof, including known espionage 
agents" (report on the National Lawyers 
Guild, H. Rept. No. 3123, September 17, 1950). 

The Daily Worker, March 14, 1936 (p. 4) 
named Ira Jayne as treasurer of the Scotts
boro Defense Committee in Detroit, Mich. 

The Scottsboro Defense Committee ·was 
cited as a Communist front by the special 
Committee on Un-American Activities in re
ports dated January 3, 1939 (p. 82) and 
March 29, 1944 (p. 177). 

FEBRUARY 13, 1956. 
Subject: Dr. W. Montague Cobb, member of 

national board of directors, chairman of 
the national health committee, NAACP, 
1954. 

The public records, files, and publications 
of this committee contain the following 
information concerning the subject indi
vidual. This report should not be construed 
as representing the results of ·an investi
gation by or findings of this committee. It 
should be noted that the individual is not 
necessarily a Communist, a Communist sym
pathizer, or a fellow traveler unless other
wise. indicated. 

According to the Bookshopper for July 
1948 (p. 2), Montague Cobb, professor, How
ard University, lectured at a membership 
meeting in January 1948 of the Washington 
Cooperative Bookshop, 916 17th Street NW .. 
Washington, D. C. . 
· The Attorney General of .the United States 
found that "evidence of Communist pene
tr.ation or control [of the Washington Co
operative Bookshop] is reflected in the fol
lowing: Among its stock the ' establishment 
has offered prominently for sale books and 
literature identified with the Communist 
Party and 9ertain of its affiliates and front 
organizations • • • certain of the ofticers 
and employees of the bookshop, including 
its manager and executive secretary, have 
been in close contact with local officials of 
the Communist Party of the District of Co
lumbia" (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, vol. 88, pt. 
6, p. 7447); subsequently, it was cited by 
the Attorney General as subversive and 
Communist (press releases of December 4, 
1947, and September 21, 1948; also included 
on consolidated list of April 1, 1954). The 
special Committee on Un-American Activ
ities cited the organization as a Communist 
front (report 1311 of March 29, 1944). 

Dr. W. Montague Cobb, identified as pro
fessor of anatomy, Howard University, spoke 
at the 1947 convention of the Association 
of Internes and Medical Students, accord
ing to their ofticial organ, the Interne (Jan
uary 1948, p. 61); the same publication (Feb- · 
ruary 1950, p. 27) reported that he had 
spoken at a convention of the organization; 
the printed program of the 16th Convention 
of the Association of Internes and Medical 
Students which was held in December 1950, 
revealed that he had spoken at the conven
tion. 

The Association of Internes and Medical 
Students was cited as an organization which 
"has long been a faithful follower of the 
Communist Party line,•• and which supported 
the International Union of Students' Second 
World Student Congress in Prague in Au
gust 1950 (report of the Committee on 
Un-American Activities on the Communist 
Peace Offensive, dated April 1, 1951). 

An advertisement which appeared in the 
Washington Post of May 18, 1948 (p. 15) , 
disclosed the name of Dr. W. Montague Cobb 
as having signed a statement against the · 
Mundt (anti-Communist) bill. 

FEBRUARY 13, 1956. 
Subject: Westley W. Law, Savannah, Ga., 

national board of directors, NAACP, 1954. 
The public records, files, and publications 

of this committee contain the following in
formation concerning the subject individual. 
This report should not be construed as rep
resenting the results of an investigation by 
or findings of this committee. It should be 
noted that the 1ndlv1dual ls not necessarlly 
a Communist, a Communist sympathizer, or 
a fellow traveler unless otherwise indicated. 

An undated press release, General Youth 
Statement (p. 3), listed W. W. Law, Savan
nah, Ga., as an endorser of the Youth State
ment of the Mid-Century Conference for 
Peace (May 29-30, 1950). 

The Committee on Un-American Activi
ties, in its report on the Communist Peace 
Offensive, April 1, 1951 (p. 58), cited the 
Mid-Century Conference for Peace at a meet
ing held in Chicago, May 29 and 30, 1950, 
by the Committee for Peaceful Alternatives 
to the Atlantic Pact and as having been 
"aimed at assembling as many gullible per
sons as possible· under Communist direction 
and turning them into a vast sounding board 
for Communist propaganda." 

The' Dally Worker of June 23, 1949 (p. 2), 
reported that W.W. Law, past national chair
man, National Association for ~dvancement 
of Colored People, youth division, Savannah, 
Ga.; signed .a statement against the North 

. Atlantic Pact. 

FEBRUARY 13, 1956. 
Subject: Dr. J.M. Tinsley, national board of 

directors, national health committee, 
NAACP, 1954. 

The public records, files, and publications 
of this committee contain the following in
formation concerning the subject individual. 
This report should not be construed as rep
resenting the results of an investigation by 
or findings of this committee. It should be 
noted that the individual is not necessarily 
a Communist, a communist sympathizer, or a 
fellow traveler unless otherwise indicated. 

As shown by the ofticial proceedings of the 
National Negro Congress, 1936 (pp. 5, 41), 
Dr. J. M. Tinsley, Virginia, was a member 
of the presiding committee and a member of 
the national executive council of the or
ganization. J. M. Tinsley, Richmond, was 
treasurer of the National Negro Congress 
(Daily Worker, ·Apr. 7, 1936, p. 3). 

The Attorney General of the United States 
cited the National Negro Congress as ·sub
versive and Communist in letters to the 
Loyalty Review Board, released December 4, 
1947, and September 21, 1948; redesignated 
April 27, 1953, and included on the April 1, 
1954, consolidated list of organizations des
ignated previously pursuant to Executive 
Order No. 10450. The organization was cited 
previously by the Attorney General as a 
Communist-front group (CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD, vol. 88, pt. 6, p. 7447). The Special 
Committee on Un-American Activities, in its 
report of January 3, 1939 (p. 81), cited the 
National Negro Congress as "the Communist
front movement in the United States among 
Negroes • • ·•." 

J.M. Tinsley endorsed the Southern Negro 
Youth Congress (Daily Worker, Feb. 25, 
1938, p. 3). . 

The Southern Negro Youth Congress was 
cited by the Attorney General as ·subversive 
and among the affiliates and committees of 
the Communist Party, U. S. A., which seeks 
to alter the form of government of the United 
states by unconstitutional means {letter re
leased Dec. 4, 1947; redesignated Apr. 
27, 1953, and included on Apr. l, 1954, con
solidated list). The Special Committee on 
Un-American Activities, in its report of Jan
uary 3, 1940 (p. 9), cited the Southern Negro 
Youth Congress as a Communist-front or
ganization. The Committee on Un-American 
Activities, in its report of April 17, 1947 (p. 
14), cited the Southern Negro Youth Con
gress as ~·surreptitiously controlled" by the 
Young Communist League. 

FEBRUARY 13, 1956. 
Subject: William H. Hastie, national board 

of directors, NAACP, 1954. 
The public records, files, . and publica

tions of this committee contain the follow
ing information concerning the subject in
dividual. This :i;eport should not be con
strued as representing the results of an in
vestigation by or findings of this committee. 
It should be noted that the individual is 
not necessarily a Communist, a Communist 
sympathizer, or a fellow traveler unless 
otherwise indicated. 

In 1940, William H. Hastie represented the 
Abolish Peonage Committee of the Inter
national Labor Defense at a conference with 
the Department of Justice in Washington, 
D. C., as shown in Equal Justice for April 
1940 (p. 3), and in the winter (1941) issue 
of the same publication (p. 28). 

The International Labor Defense was cited 
by the Attorney General .as "subversive" and 
"Communist" and as the "legal arm of the 
Communist Party" in letters released June 
1 and September 21, '1948 and included on 
a consolidated list on April 1, 1954, and in 
the CoNGRE;SSIONAL RECORD, volume 88, part 6, 

. page 7687, respectively. The Co~ttee 
on Un-American Activities, in its report of 
September 2', 1947 (pp. 1 and 2}, cited the 
International Labor Defense as "part of an 

. .. -
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international network of organizations for 
the defense of Communist lawbreakers." 

William H. Hastie was one of the sponsors 
of the conference on Constitutional Liberties 
irt America, at which t1le national federa
tion for Constitutional Liberties was 
launched (program leaflet, Call to a Con
ference on Constitutional Liberties in 
.America, June 7, · 1940, p. -4). He signed a 
statement spohsored by the national fed
eration, hailing the War Department's order 
on commissions for Communists; he was 
identified in this connection as dean, How
ard Univer~ity Law School (the Worker for 
Mar. 18, 1945, p. 2); his photograph ap
peared in this issue of the Worker (Sunday 
edition of the Communist Daily Worker), 
along with the text of the statement and a 
list of those who signed it. 

The National Federation for Constitutional 
Liberties was cited by the Attorney General 
as · "subversive" and "Communist" and as 
"'part Of what Lenin called the solar system 
of organizations, ostensibly having no con
nection with the Communist Party, by which 
Communists attempt to create sympathizers 
and supporters of their program" in letters 
released December 4, 1947, and September 
21, 1948; the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, volume 
88, part 6, page 7446, and included on 
the Attorney General's consolidated list of 
April 1; 1954. The Special Committee on 
Un-American Activities, in its report of 
March 29, 1944 (p. 50), cited the National 
Federation for Constitutional Liberties as 
"one of the viciously subversive organiza
tions of the Communist Party." 

A 1939 membership list of the National 
Lawyers Guild contains the name of Wil
liam H. Hastie, identified as a judge whose 
address was St. Thomas, Virgin Islands; in 

.1930, he was a candidate for delegate to the 
national convention of the gul.Id, adminis
trative slate, Washington, D. c., chapt er 
(election campaign letter, May -18, 1940); he 
was a member of the convention resolutions 
committee (Co!ivention News, May 1941, 
p. 2), and identified in this source as being 
from Washington, D. C. A letterhead of the 
guild, dated June 11, 1947, listed the name 
of the Honorable William H. Hastie, Virgin 
Islands, as vice president of the guild. A 
printed program of the guild, entitled "Legis
lative Investigation? or Thought Control 
Agency," dated October 20, 1947, also listed 
the name of the Honorable William H. Has
tie, Governor, Virgin Islands, as vice presi
dent of the guild; he was also vice president 

· in 1948 (Daily Worker for February 24, 1948, 
p. 3; letterhead of the guild dated March 8, 
'1948; and a letterhead dated May 7, 1948). 
The Daily Worker of November 30, 1942 
(p. 1), printed the text of a report adopted 
by the national executive board of the Na
tional Lawyers Guild; . the report was sub
mitted by Thurgood Marshall, special coun
sel of the National Association for the Ad
vancement of Colored People, and William 
H. Hastie, dean of Howard University Law 
School. 

The National Lawyers Guild was cited as 
a Communist front which "ls the foremo"st 
legal bulwark of the Communist Party, its 
front organizations, and controlled unions" 
and which "since its inception has never 
failed to rally to the legal defense of the 
Communist Party and individual members 
thereof, including known espionage agents" 
(Committee on Un-American Activities, re
port on the National Lawyers Guild, Septem
ber 21, 1950), 

One William Hastie, Washington, D. C., 
endorsed the call for National Negro Con
gress, February 14, 1936, in Chicago,-Ill. Ac
cording to the omcial Proceedings of the 
National Negro Congress, 1936 (p. 5), he was 
a member of the presiding committee of this. 
congress. Also in this same publication on 
page 40, he is listed as a member .of the 
national executive council for the congress. 
In a report on the Southern Confere;nce for 

Human Welfare, released by the Committee 
on Un-American · Activities June 16, 1947, 
William H. Hastie was listed as one of the 
sponsors of the conference (report No. 592, 
p. 15). He presided at a dinner meeting of 
the southern conference, May 22, 1946, as 
reported in the Washington Evening Star of 
May 23, 1946 (p. A-4); a leaflet entitled 
"Look Southward Angel!" revealed the name 
of William H. Hastie as vice president, Wash
ington committee, Southern Conference for 
Human Welfare. In the omcial report of ·a 
conference of the group, held in Nashville, 
Tenn., April 19-21, 1942, the name of Wil
liam H. Hastie appeared as consultant, 
"Panel III Youth and Training: Civilian and 
Military"; he was identified as civilian aide 
to the Secretary of War, Washington, D. C. 

The Attorney General cited the ·National' 
Negro Congress as "subversive" and "Com
munist" and as "sponsored and supported 
by the Communist Party" ip letters released 
December 4, 1947, and September 21, 1948 
(CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, vol. 88, pt. 6, p. 
7447), and included on the Attorney Gen
eral's consolidated list of ·April 1, 1954. 
The special committee, in its report 
of January 3, 1939 (p. 81), cited the National 
Negro Congress as "the Communist-front 
movement in the United States among 
Negroes • • •." 

The Committee on Un-American Activ
ities, in its report of June 12, 1947, cited the 
Southern Conference for Human Welfare as 
a Communist-front organization "which 
seeks to ·attract southern liberals on the 
basis of its seeming interest in the problems 
of the South" although its "professed in
terest in southern welfare is simply an ex
pedient for larger aims serving the Soviet 
Union and its subservient Communist Party 
in the United States." 

William H. Hastie was one of the sponsors 
of a conference on civil rights, April 20-21, 
1940, held under the auspices of the Wash
ington Committee for Democratic Action 
(call to the conference, p. 4). Attorney 
General Francis Biddle cited the Washington 
Committee for Democratic Action as an af
filiate or local chapter of the National Feder
ation for Constitutional Liberties (CONGRES
SIONAL RECORD, vol. 88, pt. 6, p. 7448). On 

_ April 1, 1954, he included it on his consoli-
dated list. · 

The Communist Daily Worker of May 10, 
1948 (p. 6), reported that William H. Hastie, 
governor of the Virgin Islands, "charged 
that the United States Government practi
cally robs the island government of its own 
sorely needed internal revenue taxes, which 
are dumped into the United States Treasury." 

In the Daily Worker of July 15, 1949 (p. 3), 
it was reported that "Gov. William H. Hastie 
of the Virgin Islands defends 'radicals of 
every persuasion' before the 40th annual 
convention of the National Association for 
the Advancement of Colored Pec.ople currently 
meeting in Los Angeles; Hastie, first Negro 
governor of an island possession, lambasted 
local, State, and Federal authorities who 
pretend to be neutral in matters between 
aggrieved minorities and those who seek to 
maintain the inequalities of our society." 

The Daily People's World of August 5, 1949 
(p. 3), reported that Gov. William Hastie, of 
the Virgin Islands, had been recommended 
for appointment to the Supreme Court of 
the United States by Carey McWilliams, a 
well-known lawyer on the west coast who 
bas defended Communists. 

FEBRUARY 13, 1956. 
Subject: Earl G. Harrison, national board of 

directors, NAACP, 1954. 
The public records, files, and publications 

of this committee contain the following in
formation concerning the subject individual. 
This report should not be construed as rep
resenting the results of an investigation by or· 
findings of this committee. It should be 

noted that the individual is not necessarily 
a. Communist, ·a Communist sympathizer1 or 
a. fellow-traveler unless otherwise indicated. 

The Communist Daily W.orker of October 
29, 1943 (p. 4) reported that Earl G. Harri
son. had spoken before the American Com
mittee for Protection of Foreign Born. An 
invitation issued by Donald Ogden Stewart 
to ·attend a "United Nations in America" 
dinner in New York City, April 17, 1943, ar
ranged under the auspices of the American 
Committee for Protection of Foreign Born, 
showed that the "Honorabe Earl G. Harrison, 
United States Commissioner of Immigration 
and Naturalization will be presented with the 
Annual Award by the Honorable Vito Mar
cantonio on behalf of the American Commit
tee for Protection of Foreign Born." 

The American Committee for Protection of 
Foreign Born was cited as "one of the oldest 
auxiliaries of the Communist Party in the 
United States" (special Committee on Un
American Activities, report 1311, of March 
29, 1944). It was also cited as subversive and 
Communist by the United States Attorney 
General in lists furnished the Loyalty Re
view Board (press releases of June 1 and 
September 21, 1948). The organization was 
included on the Attorney General's consoli
dated list released April 1, 1954. 

Reference to Earl G. Harrison was made on 
the floor of the Senate, June 19, 1948 (CoN

. GRESSIONAL RECORD, vol. 94, pt. 7, p. 9023). 
Earl G. Harrison signed a statement re

printed in the CONGRF..SSIONAL RECORD, volume 
93, part 11, pages A2450-A2460); at· the re
quest of the Honorable JAMES E. MURRAY of 
Mon~ana. The statement was "made by ~7 
leading Ametican liberals, setting forth what 
they consider to be a standard of political 
conduct for those who believe in liberalism or 
progressivism as a middle way between the 
extremes of reaction and communism-the 
true highway toward the fullest achieve
ment of American democracy. This sta~
ment of liberalism accuses the American 
Communist Party and its sympathizers of 
an un-American lack of forthrightness, and 
announces the refusal to associate with 
American Communists as a proper and re
sponsible requirement for anyone who is to 
be of practical help to the cause of liberal
ism in the United States. The statement of 
these 87 liberal leaders draws a proper dis
tinction between association with American 
Communists and their sympathizers, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, an objective 
attitude toward the problems of Russia and 
a hope for peaceful relations with that 
country • • *." 

The article was accompanied by a list of 
individuals who had signed the statement, in 
which source Mr. Harrison was identified as 
Dean of the Law School, University of Penn
sylvania. 

The Daily Worker of June 26, .1952 (p. 8) 
printed an article datelined Cape May, N. J., 
June 25, which stated that "Witchhunts 
threaten liberty in America, Earl G. Harrison, 
former dean of the University of Pennsyl
vania Law School, warned here, in an ad
dress to some 2,500 Quakers at the Friends 
General Confernece. Harrison said: 'Investi
gations, witchhunts, and guilt by associa
tion without the fairness of trial are all part 
of our feverish zeal · to wipe out any sus
pected subversive threat to democracy-a 
zeal that is itself the greatest blow to lib
erty.'" 

FEBRUARY 14, 1956. · 
Subject: Dr. Harry J. Greene, Philadelphia, 

Pa., national board of directors, national 
health committee, NAAC~>, 1954. 

The public records, files, and publications 
of this committee contain the following in· 
formation concerning the subject individual. 
This report should not be construed as repre
senting the results of an investigation by or 
findings of this committee. It · should be 
noted that the individual is not necessarily 
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a Communist, a Communist.sympathizer, or a 
fellow-traveler unless otherwise indicated. 

On the call to a Conference on Constitu
tional Liberties in America at Washington, 
D. c., June 7-9, 1940, the name ·Of Dr. Harry 
J. Greene of Philadelphia, Pa., appears .in a 
list of the sponsors; he was one of the spon
sors of the National Federation for Constitu
tional Liberties, as shown on their letter
heads dated September 10 and November 6, 
1940, in which sources he is shown as being 
from Philadelphia. 

The printed program of a National Action 
Conference for Civil Rights which was sched
uled to be held in Washington, D. C., April 
19-20, 1941, named Dr. Harry J. Greene, 
Philadelphia, as one of the sponsors of that 
conference, called by the National Federation 
for Constitutional · Liberties. 

The Attorney General of the United States 
cited the National Federation for Constitu
tional Liberties (formed as a result of the 
Conference on Constitutional Liberties in 
America, June 7-9, 1940), as "part of what 
Lenin called the solar system of organiza
tions • • • by which Communists attempt 
to create sympathizers and supporters of 
their programs"; and as subversive and Com
munist. (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, vol. 88, 
pt. 6, p. 7446; and press releases of Dec. 4, 
1947, and Sept. 21, 1948, respectively; also 
included on consolidated list released Apr. 
1, 1954.) The Special Committee on Un
American Activities cited the National Fed
eration for Constitutional Liberties as "one 
of the viciously subversive organizations of 
the Communist Party" (report of Mar. 29, 
1944; also cited in reports of June 25, 1942, 
and Jan. 2, 1943). The Committee on Un
American Activities also cited the National 
Federation for Constitutional Liberties in a 
report released September. 2, 1947. 

Dr. Harry J. Greene was chairman of a 
discussion group on "Denial of Citizenship 
Rights" at the Second National Negro Con-. 
gress, October 15-17, 1937, in Philadelphia, 
as shown on the printed program of that 
congress (p. 19), in which source he is iden
tified as being from Philadelphia, Pa., and 
president of the Philadelphia branch, Na
tional Association for the Advancement of 
Colored People. A booklet of the National 
Negro Congress entitled "We Are Rising" 
(April 1939, p. 2) named one Harry Green as 
vice president, Philadelphia council of the 
congress. 

The Special Committee on Un-American 
Activities cited the National Negro Congress 
as "the Communist-front movement in the 
United States among Negroes" (report of 
Jan. 3, 1939; also cited in reports of Jan. 3, 
1940; June 25, 1942; and Mar. 29, 1944) .· The 
Attorney General cited the Congress as "an 
important sector of the democratic front, 
sponsored and supported by the Communist 
Party"' (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, vol. 88, pt. 6, 
p. 7447); later, the Attorney General cited 
the congress as subversive and Communist 
(press releases of Dec. 4, 1947, and Sept. 21, 
1948; also included on consolidated list 
released Apr. 1, 1954). 

FEBRUA'RY 13, 1956. 
Subject: Roscoe Dunjee, national board of 

directors, NAACP, 1954. 
The public records, files, and publications 

of this committee contain the following in
formation concerning the subject individual. 
This report should not be construed as rep
resenting the results of an investigation by 
or findings of this committee. It should be 
noted that the individual is not necessarily 
a Communist, a Communist sympathizer, or 
a fellow-traveler unless otherwise indicated. 

The Daily Worker for April 16, 1947 (p. 2), 
reported that Roscoe Dunjee, attorney, Okla
homa City, Okla., was one of the signers of 
a stat.ement defending the Communist Party. 
He was one of the signers of a statement con- · 
demning "punitive measures directed against · 
the Communist Party" as shown by the April 

20, 1947 issue of the Worker (p. 8). The fronts operate. (Specal Committee on Un
Daily Worker for April 27, 1947 (p. 24), shows American Activities, report, March 29, 1944, 
Roscoe Dunjee as one of the signers of a p. 147.) In its report of June 12, 1947, the 
statement against the ban on the Commu- Committee on Un-American Activities de
nist Party. Roscoe C. Dunjee, publisher of scribed the conference as a Communst-front 
·the Black Dispatch, Oklahoma City, was a organization "whJch seeks to attract southern 
sponsor of a statement attacking the ·arrest liberals on the basis of its seeming interest 
of the Communist Party leaders, according in the problems of the South,'' although its 
to the Daily Worker, August 23, 1948 (p. 3). "professed in:terest in southern welfare is 
He sponsored the "Statement by Negro Amer- simply an expedient for larger aims serving 
leans" in behalf of the arrested Communist the Soviet Union and its subservient Com
leaders as shown by the August 29, 1948, munist Party in the United States." 
issue of the Worker (p. 11). The Daily The New York Times of October 9, 1944 
Worker for March 7, 1950 (p. 4), reported that (p. 12), reported that Roscoe Dunjee was one 
Roscoe Dunjee attacked Judge Medina in the of the signers of an open letter to Gov. 
case of the Communist leaders. Thomas E. Dewey for the pardon of Morris 

Roscoe Dunjee was a member of .the inl- U. Schappes, which was sponsored by the 
. tiating committee, of the Congress on Civil Schappes Defense Committee. The Schappes 
Rights held in Detroit, Mich., April 27 and 28, Defense Committee was cited as a Communist 
1946, as shown by the summons to the con- organization by the United States Attorney 
gress. The Daily Worker of April 16, 1947 General (letter to the Loyalty Review Board, 
(p. 2), deported that Roscoe Dunjee, of Okla- released April 27, 1949; redesignated April 27, 
homa City, Okla., was one of the signers of 1953). The special Committee on Un-Ameri
a statement released by the Civil Rights can Activities described the Schappes De-

. Congtess defending the Communist Party. fense Committee as "a front organization 
The Civll Rights Gongress was cited as sub- with a strictly Communist objective, namely, 
versive and Communist by the Attorney Gen- the defense of a s.elf-admitted Communist 
eral of the United States (letters to the who was convicted of perjury in the courts of 
Loyalty Review Board, 1947 and 1948; in- New York." Morris U. Schappes "was on the 
eluded in consolidated list released Apr. 1, teaching staff of the College of the City of 
1954.) The Committee on Un-American Ac- . New York for a period of 13 years. In 1956 

. tivities cited the organization as being "dedi- his superior on the college faculty refused 
cated not to the broader issues of civil lib- to recommend him for reappointment. This 
erties, but specifically to the defense of in- action led to prolonged agitation by the Com
dividual Communists and the Communist munist Party" (report, March 29, 1944, p. 71). 
Party" and "controlled by individuals who Roscoe Dunjee was a member of the ad
are either members of the Communist Party visory board of the Southern Negro Youth 

. or openly loyal to it" (report No. 1115, Sept. Congress according to a letterhead of that 
2, 1947, pp. 2 and 19). · · organization dated June 12, 1947, the testi-

The pamphlet Seeing Is Believing, 1947, mony of Walter S. Steele, public hearings, 
and the testimony of Walter S. Steele, public Committeee on Un-American Activities, July 
hearings, Committee on Un-American Ac- 21, 1947 (p. 97), a letterhead dated August 11, 
tivities, July 21, 1947 (p. 135), show Roscoe 1947, and a page from a leafiet published by 
Dunjee as a member of the Council on Afri- the organization. The Southern Negro 
can Affairs, Inc. The Council on African Youth Congress was cited as subversive and 
Affairs was cited as subversive and Commu- among the affiliates and committees of the 
nist by the United States Attorney General Communist Party, U. S. A~ "which seeks to 
(letters to the Loyalty Review Board, released alter the form of government of the United 
December 4, 1947, and September 21, 1948. States by unconstitutional means" (U. s. 
He redesignated the organization on April Attorney General, letter to Loyalty Review 
27, 1953; also included in consolidated list Board, released December 4, 1947; redesig
released Aprill, 1954.) nated April 27, 1953; also included in consoli-

Roscoe Dunjee was a sponsor of the Win dated list released April l, 1954). The Com
the Peace Conference of the National Com- mittee on Un-American Activities said it was 
mittee to Win the Peace, as shown by the "surreptitiously controlled" by the Young 
Daily Worker March 5, 1946, a letterhead of Communist League (report No. 271, April 17, 
the organization dated February 28, 1946, 1947, p. 14). The Special Committee on Un
and the call to 1:1, win-the-peace conference, American Activities also cited the organiza
National Press Building, Washington, D. C., tion as a Communist front (report, January 
April 5-7, 1946. The National Committee To 3, 1940, p. 9). 
Win the Peace was cited as subversive and According to the Daily Worker for April 
Communist by the United States Attorney ,. 1, 1945 (p. 6m), Roscoe Dunjee was asked 
General (letters to the Loyalty Review Board, what he thought of New York's new anti
released in 1947 and 1948; redesignated April . discrimination law, and was quoted as reply-
27, 1953; also included in consolidated list ing: "It shows a trend in the direction which 
released April 1, 1954). . the United States as a nation must take if 

The Daily Worker for October 19, 1948 we rise to the level of Russian morality • • *" 
(p. 7), reported that Roscoe Dunjee was one Photographs of Roscoe Dunjee are found 
of those who signed a statement released by in the Daily Worker, issues of December 9, 
the National Council of the Arts, Sciences, · 1941 (p. 7), and April 1, 1945 (p. 6m). 
and Professions. The council was cited as a Roscoe Dunjee, .editOr of the Black Dis
Communist front bY this committee in its patch, Oklahoma City, Okla., was quoted in 
review of the Scientific and Cultural Confer- the March 28, 1944, issue of New Masses 
ence for World Peace (April 26, 1950-original (p. 15), as follows: 
release date April 19, 1949 .. p. 2) · "I attended a Lincoln and Douglas meet-

Roscoe Dunjee was a signer of the call to ing held under the auspices of the Com
the Second Southern Conference for Human munist Party, February 12 • • • Most as
Welfare, Chattanooga, Tenn., April 14-16, . suredly Americans should stop and listen to 
1940. A lfiltterhead of tl}e conference, dated what Communists have to say. The Russian 
June 4, 1947, shows Roscoe Dunjee as vice . experiment as expressed today in Soviet life 
president and a member of the national com- is too effective for anyone to attempt to over
mittee of that organization. He was also look this. As president of the state co f -
shown as vice president of the organization . n er 
in an undated leafiet, The South Is Closer ence of branches of the National .Association 
Than You Think, and the testimony of for the Adv.ancement of Colored People, I 
Walter s. Steele, public hearings, Commit- have every year for the past 10 invited the 
tee .on Un-American Activities, July 21, 1947, Communist to address our meeting. Alan 
page 139. The Southern Conference for Shaw, secretary of the Communist Party in 
Human Welfare was cited as a Communist Oklahoma, addressed our State conference at 
front which received money from the Robert Tulsa last November • • • personally I en
Marshall Foundation, one of the principal dorse the idea of an international State • • • 
sources of funds by which many Communist · as espoused by the Communist Party." 
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The following is quoted from the Daily 

Worker of April 8, 1952 (p. 2) : 
"Roscoe Dunjee, editor of the Oklahoma 

Black-Dispatch, leading Negro newspaper in 
the southwest, has hailed in a long editorial 
the victory won by William L. Patterson, 
head of the Civil Rights Congress, in se
curing acquittal on a contempt of Congress 
charge." 

(Note citation of Civil Rights Congress on 
p. 1 of this report.) 

Roscoe C. Dunjee, Oklahoma City, . was 
listed as 1 of 4 sponsors of a statement which 
appeared in the. Sunday Wor.ker, August 29, 
1948 (p. 11) , from which the fdllo'wing is 
'quoted: 

"THE FIRST LINE OF DEFENSE 

"(Statement by Negro .Americans to the 
President and Attorney General of the 
United States) 
"We, the undersigned Negro Americans, 

strongly condemn your hysteria-breeding 
arrests · of national leaders of the Com
munist Party, and call upon you to take 
positive _action to protect civil rights in
stead of persecuting political minorities. 

"We raise here no defense of the principles 
of the Communist Party. Our concern is 
to defend the right of political and other 
minorities, especially the Negro people, to 
fight for the kind of society which they 
consider necessary to give full expression to 
the principles of American democracy • • • 

"The obvious purpose of these Gestapo
'like ·arrests of Communist leaders is to 
frighten . people away . from the· . Wallace 
movement and ~ progressive people's organl
zations generally, practically all of which 
. have -been slandered as Communist or sub,,. 
versive • • • 

"We call upon our Government to ha.It 
its Fascist-like .. attacks _upon op.position 

· minorities, and to act for. the. prot.ection of 
minority .rights • • •" 

FEBRUARY 13, ·1950. 
Subject: Dr. S. Ralph Harlow, national board 

of directors, NAACP, 1954. 
The public records, files, and publications 

of this committee contain the following in:.. 
;formation concerning. the subject individual. 
-This report should not be construed as rep:.. 
·resenting the results of an investigation by 
or findings of this committee. It should be 
noted that the individual is not necessarily 
a Communist,. a Communist sympathizer, or 
a .fellow-traveler unless otherwise indicated. 

The program of the fifth national confer
ence· of the American. Committee for Protec._ 
tion of Foreign Born, Atlantic City, N. J., 
March 29-30, 1941, listed S. Ralph Harlow as 
a sponsor. 

The Attorney General of the United States 
cited the American Committee for Protec
tion of Foreign Born as subversive and Com
munist · in letters to · the Loyalty Review 
Board, released June 1 and September 21, 
1948. The organization was redesignated by 
the Attorney General April 27, 1953, pursu
ant to Executive Order No. 10450, and in
cluded on the April 1, 1954, consolidated list 
of orga,nizations previously designated. The 
Special .Committee on Un-American Activi
ties, in its report of March 29, 1944 (p. 155), 
cited the American Committee for Protection 
of Foreign Born as "one of the oldest auxili
aries of the Communist Party in the United 
States." 

S. Ralph Harlow was an endorser of the 
Committee for Citizenship Rights as shown 
by a letterhead dated January 10, 1942. The 
Special Committee on Un-American Activi
t ies, in its report of March 29, 1944 (p. 95), 
cited the Committee for Citizenship Rights 
as an organization which defended the "in
terests of the Communist Party." The Com
mittee on Un-American Activities, in its re
port of September 2, 1947 (p. 3), cited the 
Committee for Citizenship Rights as among 
a "maze of organizations" which were 

"spawned for the alleged purpose of defend
ing civil liberties in general but actually in
tended to protect Communist subversion 
from any penalties under the law." 

Prof. S. Ralph Ha:rlow signed a statement 
calling for international agreement to ban 
use of atomic weapons attached to a press 
release of the Committee for Peaceful Alter
natives to the Atlantic Pact, December 14, 
1949 (p .9) • He was identified in this in
stance as associated with Smith College, 
;Northampton, Mass. 

The Committee on Un-American Activl
_ties, in .its report on the Communist .Peace 
Offensive, April 1, 1951 (p. 54), cited th~ 
Committee for Peaceful Altern,atives to the 
Atlantic Pact as an organization which was 
formed . as a result of the Conference for 
.Peaceful Alternatives to the Atlantic Pact, 
and which was located, according to a letter
head of September 16, 1950, at 30 North Dear
born Street, Chicago, Ill.; and to further the 
cause of Communists in the United States 
doing their part in the Moscow campaign. 

As shown by Soviet Russia Today of 
.November 1937 (p. 79), S. Ralph Harlow was 
a signer of the Golden Book of American 
Firendship with the Soviet Union, cited as 
a "Communist enterprise" signed hundreds 
of well-known Communists and fellow 
travelers. 

"January 23-25, 1948, New York City," con
ference call of the National Conference on 
:American Policy in China and the Far East, 
listed Dr. S. Ralph Hai:'low, Smith College, 
,as a sponsor of the conference. The Attor
.ney .General cJted . the National .Conference 
on American . Policy in China.· ~nd the Far 
'East as Communist, and a conference caIJed 
·by the Committee for a Democratic Far East
-ern Policy in a letter released July 25, 1949; 
·redesignated April 27, 1953, and included 
on the April 1, 1954, consolidated li~t. , 

A news release of the National Fede.ration 
·for Constitutional Liberties dated December 
:26, 1941, listed S. Ralph Harlow as a sign~r. 
.He signed the organization's 1943 message to 
the House of Representatives (leaflet, at
·tached · to · undated letterhead); and the 
group's statement supporting the War De• 
·partment's order on granting cq~is;sion~ 
"to members of the Armed Forces· who have 
·been members of or sympathetic to the views 
·of the Communist Party (undated leaflet, 
·"the only sound policy for a democracy 
• • *" and Daily Worker, March 19, 1945, 
p. 4). 

The Attorney General cited the National 
Federation for Constitutional ·Liberties as 
subversive and Communist tn letters released 
December 4, 1947, and September 21, 1948.; 
redesignated April 27, 1953, and included on 
the April 1, 1954, consolidated list. The or
ganization was cited previously by the Attor
ney General as part of what Lenin called 
the solar system of organizations, ostensibly 
having no connection ·with the Communist 
Party, by which Communists attempt to cre
ate sympathizers and supporters of their pro
gram (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, vol. 88, pt. 6, 
p. 7446). The Special Committee on Un
American Activities, in its report of March 
29, 1944 (p. 50), cited the National Fed
eration for Constitutional Liberties as one 
of the viciously subversive organizations 
of the Communist Party. The Committee 
on Un-American Activities, in its re
port of September 2, 1947 (p. 3), cited the 
National Federation for Constitutional Lib
erties as among a maze of organizations 
which were spawned for the alleged pur
pose of defending civil liberties in general 
but actually intended to protect Communist 
subversion from any penalties under the 
law. 

As shown by the Daily Worker of Septem
ber 17, 1940 (pp. 1, 5), S. Ralph Harlow signed 
a telegram of the New York Conference for 
Inalienable Rights to President Roosevelt 
and Attorney General Jackson, in behalf of 

~ the International Fur and Leather Workers 
Union defendants. The Special Committee 

on Un-American Activities, in its report 
of March 29, 1944 (p. 149), cited the New York 
Conference for Inalienable Rights as a Com
munist-front group. 

S. Ralph Harlow sponsored the call for 
the Protestantism Answers Hate dinner
forum held under auspices of the Protestant 
Digest, New York, February 25, 1941, as shown 
by a leaflet. He was identified in this ih
stance as professor of sociology, Smith Col
lege, Northampton, Mass. 

The Special Committee on Un-American 
:Activities, in its report of March 29, 1944 
(p. 48), cited the Protestant Digest as "a 
ma.gazine which .has faithfully propagated 
the Communist Party line under the guise 
of being a religious journal." 

According to the New York Times, October 
9, 1944 (p. 12), S. Ralph Harlow, chairman, 
department of religion, Smith College, North
ampton, Mass., signed an open letter of the 
Schappes defense committee to Gov. Thomas 
E. Dewey asking a pardon for Morris 
Schappes. 

The Schappes defense committee was 
ci~ed as Communist by the · Attorney General 
in a letter released April 27, 1949; redesig
nated April 27, 1953, and included on the 
April 1, 1954, consolidated list. The Special 
Committee on Un-American Activities cited 
the organization as "a front organization 
with a strictly Communist objective, namely, 
the defense of a self-admitted Communist 
.who was convicted of .perjury in the courts 
of New York." (Report, Mar. 29, 1944, p. 71). 

Prof. S. Ralph Harlow endorsed the World 
Peace Appeal as shown by an undated Ieaf
·let, Prominent Americans Call for • • • (re
"Ceived Sept. 11, 1~50), and the Daily Worker, 
August 14, 1950 (p. 2) • 

The- Committee -on Un-American Activi
ties, in its report on the Communist Peace 
Offensive, April l, 1951 (p. 34), cited the 
-wo~ld -Peace Appeal as a petition campaign 
launched by the Permanent Committee -of the 
World Peace Congress at its meeting in Stock
holm, March 16-19, 1950; as having, "received 
the enthusiastic approval of every section 
of the International Communist hierarchy"; 
·as having been lauded in the Communist 
press, putting "every individual Communist 
on netice that he 'has duty to rise to this 
appeal' "; · and as having "received the offi
.cial endorsement. of the Supreme Soviet of 
the U. S. S. R., which has been echoed by 
the governing bodies of every Communist 
satellite country, and by all Communist 
parties throughout the world." 

FEBRUARY 13, 1956. 
Subject: Robert C. Weaver, national board of 

directors, ·NAACP, 1954. 
The public records, files, and publications 

of this committee contain the following in
formation concerning the subject individual. 
This report should not be construed as rep
resenting the results of an investigation by 
or findings of this committee. It should be 
noted that the individual is not necessarily 
a Communist, a Communist sympathizer, or 
a fellow-traveler unless otherwise indicated. 

Robert C. Weaver, identified from Wash
ington, D. C., and as economic adviser to the 
Secretary of Interior, was discussion leader of 
a panel on "The Federal Housing Program 
and the Negro" at the Second National 
Negro Congress as shown by the program of 
that congress which was held in Philadel
phia, October 15-17, 1937. 

The National Negro Congress was cited as 
subversive and Communist by the At
torney General of the United States in letters 
released December 4, 1947, and September 21, 
1948. The special committee in its report 
of January 3, 1939 (p. 81), cited the Nation
al Negro Congress as "the Communist-front 
movement in the United States among 
Negroes." The Attorney General had cited 

. the group previously as follows: "From the 
record. of its activities and the composition 
of its governing bodies, there can be little 
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doubt that it has served what James M: 
Ford, Communist vice presidential candi
date elected to the executive committee in 
1937, predicted: 'An important sector of the 
democratic front,• sponsored and supported 
by the Communist Party" ( CoNGRF.SSIONAL 
RECOltD, vol. 88, pt. 6, p. 7447). 

-The Daily Worker of February 8, 1939 (p. 
2), listed Robert c. Weaver, identified as As
sistant Housing Administrator of the De
partment of. Interior, as one of. the signers 
of. the Negro People's Committee to Aid 
Spanish Democracy letter to lift the Span
ish embargo. The special committee in its 
report of. March 29, 1944 (p. 180), cited the 
Negro People's Committee· to Aid Spanish 
Democracy as a Communist-front organi
zation. 

Robert C. Weaver·, Washington, D. C., con
tributed financially to Social Work Today as 
shown by the January 1941 if?SUe of. tha~ 
publication (pp. 16-18). Social Work Today 
was cited as a Communist magazine by 
the special committee in its report of March 
29, 1944 (p. 129). 

R. c. Weaver, 1206 Kenyon Street, Wash
ington, D. C., was listed as a member of the 
Washington Book Shop on a 1941 member-
8'hip list of the organization subpenaed by 
this committee. The Washington Book Shop 
Association was cited as subversive and Com
munist by the Attorney General in letters 
released December 4, 1947, and September 21, 
1948. The Attorney General cited the or
ganization previously as showing "evidence 
.of. Communist penetration or control" ac
cording to the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, vol
ume 88, part 6, page 7447. The Special Com
mittee report of. March 29, 1944 (p. 150), cited 
the ol'ganization as a Communist-front 
organiza. tion. 

Robert. c. Weaver was the author of The 
Negro Ghetto which was reviewed by Her• 
bert Aptheker in the August 1948 issue of. 
Masses and Mainstream (p. 85) . The Con
gressional committee, in its report on the 
Congress of American Women, April 26, 1950 
(p. 75), cited Masses and Mainstream as suc:
cessor to New Masses, a Communist maga
zine. 

FEBRUARY 13, 1956. 
Subject: Lewis Gannett, national board of 

directors, NAACP, 1954. 
The public records, files, and publications 

of this committee contain the following in
formation concerning the subject individual. 
This report should not be construed as rep
resenting the results of an investigation by 
or findings of this committee. It should be 
noted that the individual is not necessarily 
a Communist, a Communist sympathizer, or· 
a fellow-traveler unless otherwise indicated. 

On December 18, 1934, the Daily Worker 
(p. 5) reported the following: "A reception 
to mark the 10 anniversary of International 
Publishers took place • • • December 14, 
in • • • the new school for social re
search • • • Scores of. prominent writers, 
artists, and editors were present to pay trib
ute to International Publishers' decade of. 
achievement • • • Among those present 
were • • • Lewls Gannett, book-review 
columnist of. the New York Herald Trib
une • • *" 

The Attorney General of the United States 
cited International Publishers as "The (Com
munist) Party's publtshing house," head
ed. by Alexander Trachtenberg (OONGRES• 
SIOMAL RECORD, vol. 88, pt. 6, p. 7445) ; and 
as the "publishing agency of. the Com
munist Pai-ty" (brief for the United states 
in the case of William Schneiderman, p. 145). 
The special Committee on Un-American Ac
ti'Yities cited International Publishers as an 
••omctal publishing house of the Communist 
Party in the United States" (Reports of Jan
uary 3, 1940, and June 25, 1942); the Com
mittee on Un-American Activities cited the 

organization as the "Oftlcial American Com
munist Party publishing house" (Report No. 
1920 dated May 11, 1948). 

Lewis Gannett, Harvard, was a member of 
the sponsoring committee of dinner spon
sored by the American Student Union for 
.. alumni of the student movement and pres
ent members" as shown in Student Advocate 
for February 1937 (p. 2). The American 
Student Union was cited as a Communist 
front which was "the result of a united front 
gathering of. young Socialists and Commu
nists" in 1935. The Young Communist 
League took credit for creation of the organi
zation (Report of the special Committee on 
un.:American Activities dated Jan. 3, 
1939; also cited in reports of Jan. 3, 1940; 
June 25, 1942; and' March 29, 1949). 

A letterhead of the American League for 
Peace and Democracy dated April 6, 1939 con
tains the name of Lewis Gannett in a list 
of members of the Writers• and Artists' Com
mittee of that organization; the same infor
mation is shown in public hearings before 
this committee July 21, 1953 (p. 3639). The 
American League was cited by the Attorney 
General as "designed to conceal Communist 
control, in accordance with the new tactics 
of the Communist International" (CONGRES
SIONAL RECORD, vol. 88, pt. 6, p. 7443); and 
subsequently, as subversive and Communist 
(press releases of June 1 and September 21, 
1948; also included on consolidated list re
leased April 1, 1954). The special committee 
cited the American League for Peace and 
Democracy as "a bold advocate of treason" 
(reports of January 3, 1939; Jan. 3, 1940; 
Jan. 3, 1941; June 25, 1942; and Jan. 2, 1943). 

The special committee cited the American 
Committee for Democracy and Intellectual 
Freedom as a Communist front which de
fended Communist teachers (report of. June 
25, 1942; also cited in report of March 29, 
1944); a letterhead of the American Com
mittee for Democracy and Intellectual Free;. 
dom, dated May 26, 1940, contains the name 
of Lewis Gannett in a list of members of 
the organization's nation.al executive com
mittee. 
· A letterhead of the American Russian In
stitute for Cultural Relations With the So
viet Union, Inc., contains the name of Lewis 
Gannett in a list of members of its board of 
directors; the letterhead was dated July 14, 
1938. The Attorney General cited the Amer~ 
lean Russian Institute as Communist (press 
release of April 27,. 1949; also included on 
consolidated list dated April 1, 1954). 

Lewis S. Gannett was a member of the 
board of. directOrs of the American Fund for 
Public Service, as shown on a photostat of 
their letterhead dated September 8, 1!}30. 
The "American Fund for Public Service was 
established by Charles Garland, son of the 
wealthy Ja~es A. Garland. Young Garland, 
conditioned against wealth through radical 
acquaintances at Harvard, declined to accept 
his inheritance for his own personal use. 
Instead, he established, in 1922, the American 
Fund for Public Service with the sum of 
$900,000 which consisted largely of conserva
tive securities. During the lush twenties, 
the fund grew to some $2 million. 

"A self-perpetuating board of. directors 
was set up for the purpose of handing out 
this easy money. Sidney Hillman was among 
them. Associated with Hillman as directors 
were Roger N. Baldwin, William Z. Foster, 
Lewis Gannett, • • • ... . (From report 1311 
-of the special committee dated March 29, 
1944.) 

An undated booklet of Friends of the So
viet Union contains the name of Lewis S. 
Gannett in a list of members of the Recep
tion Committee for the Soviet Flyers, under 
auspices of. that organization; he contributed 
a review of. Maxim Gorki 's "A Book of Shor't 
Stories to Soviet Russia Today (September 

-1939, p. 26). The Attorney General cited 
Friends of the Soviet Union as Communist 

(press releases of December 4, 1947, June 1 
and September 21, 1948; also included on 
consolidated list released April 1, 1954); the 
special committee cited the organization as 
"one of the most open Communist fronts 
in the United States" (report of January 3, 
1939; also cited in reports of Janua~ 3, 
1940; June 25, 194:2; and March · 29, 1944). 
Soviet Russia Today was published. by 
Friends. of the Soviet Union. 

Soviet Russia Today for November 1937 
(p. 79) published a list of individuals who 
signed the Golden Book of. American Friend
ship With the So-viet Union under this state
ment: "I hereby inscribe my name in greet
ing to the people of the Soviet Union on the 
20th anniversary of the establishment of the 
Soviet Republic." The Golden Book of 
American Friendship With the Soviet Union 
was cited as a "Communist enterprise" signed 
by ht,mdreds of well-known Communists and 
fellow travelers (Report 1311 of the special 
committee dated March 29, 1944). 

The Daily Worker of January 18, 1939 (p. 
7) reported that Lewis Gannett was a com
mittee sponsor of the League of American 
Writers, cited as a Communist-front organi
zation by the special committee (reports of 
Ja.nuary 3, 1940; June 25, 1942; and March 
29, 1944). The Attorney General cited it as 
being under "Communist control" and as 
subversive and Communist (CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD, vol. 88, pt. 6, p. 7445; and press re
leases of June 1, and September 21, 1948; 
also included on consolidated list of April 1, 
1954) . 

New Masses for March 16, 1937 (p. 26) 
named Lewis Gannett as one of the sponsors 
of a send-off dinner for the ambulance corps 
under the auspices of the American Artists 
and Writers Committee, Medical Bureau, 
American Friends of Spanish Democracy; an 
undat6d letterhead of the Writers' and Art
ists' Committee for Medical Aid to Spain 
also contains his name in a list of sponsors; 
the letterhead also carries the notation "Af
filiated with the Medical Bureau to Aid 
Spanish Democracy"; he signed a petition of 
American Friends of Spanish Democracy to 
lift" the arms embargo, as shown in the Dally 
Worker of April 8, 1938 (p. 4). 

During 1937 and 1938, the Communist 
Party campaigned for support of the Spanish 
Loyalist cause, "recruiting men and organ
izing multifarious so-called relief organiza
tions • • • such as • • • American Friends 
of Spanish Democracy" (repo11t 1311 of the 
special committee dated March 29, 1944). 

Another such organization which was cited 
by the special committee (see last paragraph 
above) was the Medical Bureau and North 
.American Committee to Aid Spanish Democ
racy; their letterhead of July 6, 1938, con
tained the name of Lewis Gannett in a list of 
members of the Writers' and Artists' com
mittee. 

The Liberator for September 1921 (p. 11) 
contained Lewis Gannett's interview with 
"Bill Haywood in Moscow"; he also contrib
uted an article to the July 1922 issue of the 
same publication (p. 30). The special com
mittee cited the Liberator as a "Communist 
magazine" (report of J1lne 25, 1942). 

Lewis Gannett contributed articles to New 
Masses for February 16, 1937 (p. 21) and 
August 10, 1943 (p. 20); he signed New 
Masses' Letter to the President of the United 
States, as shown in New Masses of April 
2, 1940 (p. 21), which source identified 
him as literary editor, New York Her'ald 
Tribune. New Masses has been cited by 
the Attorney General as a "Communist pe
riodical" (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, vol. 88, 
pt. 6, p. 7448); the special committee cited 
it as the "nationally circulated weekly 
journal of. the Commlinist Party • • • 
whose ownership was vested in the Ameri
can Fund for Public Service" (report of 
Maren 29; 1944; also cited in reports of Jan
uary 3, 1939 and June 25, 1942). 
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· A letterhead of the All-American Anti· 

Dnperiallst League, dated April 11, 1928, con
tains the name o! Lewis S. Gannett in a list 
of members of that organization's national 
committee. The Attorney General cited the 
All-American Anti-Imperialist League as a. 
"Communist-front organization" (in re 
Harry Bridges, May 28, 1942, p. 10); the 
special .committee cited the group as a Com
munist front (report of March 29, 1944). 

FEBRUARY 13, 1956. 
Subject: Dr. Buell G. Gallagher, national 

board of directors, NAACP, 1954. -
The public records-, files, and publications 

of this committee contain the following in
formation concerning the subject individual. 
This report should not be construed as 
representing the results of an investigation 
by or findings of this committee. It should 
be noted that the individual is not neces
sarily a. Communist, a Communist sympa
thizer, or a fellow-traveler unless otherwise 
indicated. 

According to the Communist publication, 
the Daily Worker of April 13, 1936 (p. 3), 
Buell G. Gallagher, identified as President 
of Talladega College, endorsed a peace strike 
of 500,000 students who planned a demon
stration for April 22, 1936. The strike was 
sponsored by the American Student Union 
which was cited as a Conuminist-front or
ganization by the special Committee on Un
American Activities in reports dated Jan
uary 3, 1940, June 25, 1942, and March 29, 
1944. 

The Daily People's World, the Communist 
journal on the West Coast, listed Dr. · Buel 
Gallagher as a member of the Draft Cross 
Committee, in connection with a move to 
draft Mayor Laurence L. Cross, of Berkeley, 
Calif., as candidate for Congress from 
the seventh district of California. (See Daily 
People's World of January 28, 1948, p. 3.) 
In the February 17, 1948, issue of 'the Daily 
People's World (p. 3), we find that -"the com
mittee originally formed to draft Mayor 
Laurence Cross for Congress has resolved to 
stay together · in support of the candidacy 
of Dr. Buell G. Gallagher in the 7th Dis
trict." According to Judge Louis J. Hardie, 
comm'lttee chairman, "In Dr. Galla:gher, we 
feel that we have found a congressional 
candidate who possesses those qualities of 
intelligence, integrity, and idealism which we 
admire in Dr. Cross. His deep acquaintance 
with social and economic problems and his 
broad experience in _ community activities 
insure the voters of the 7th District a can
didate who will honestly and ably serve them 
in the 81st Congress" (ibid). 

In the March 10, 1948, issue of the Daily 
People's World, we note that the "Alameda 
County CIO Council voted endorsement last 
night for Dr. Buell Gallagher, pro-Wallace 
candidate for Congress in the 7th District. 
Dr. Gallagher, endorsed previously by the 
AFL Central Labor Council and Building 
Trades Council, will run in the Democratic 
primary in .June against Dyke Brown, the 
Truman candidate._ Congressman from the 
7th district now is Republic John J. Allen, 
who voted for the Taft-Hartley Law" (p. 3). 

Under date ·of February 10, 1951, Dr. 
Gallagher addressed a letter to the chair
man of this committee detailing an analysis 
of the information reflected in the public 
files of the committee, and stating, "at no 
time have I ever been a member of, or 
sympathizer with, the Communist Party; nor 
a member of, or sympathizer with, any organ
ization which I knew or believed to be a. 
front for .communism." The chairman, in 
a letter to Dr. Gallagher dated March S, 
1951, advised him that his analysis would 
be made a part of the committee records 
and quoted in any future releases. 

· F'EBRUAi,tY 18, 195&. 
Subject: Judge Hubert T. Delany (also 

spelled Delaney), national board of d.1· 
rectors, NAACP, 1954. 

The public records, files, and publications 
of this committee contain the following in
formation concerning the subject individual. 
This report should not be construed as rep
resenting the results of an investigation by 
or findings of this committee. It should be 
noted that the individual is not necessarily 
a Communist, a Communist sympathizer, or 
a fellow-traveler unless otherwise indicated. 

Hubert T. Delaney was a member of the 
Council on African Affairs, as shown in the 
following sources: Pamphlets entitled "Af
rica in the War," "Seeing Is Believing" 
(1947), "For a New Africa" (p. 36), "8 Million 
Demand Freedom" (inside back cover); leaf
lets headed "The.Job To Be Done" and "What 
of Africa's Place in Tomorrow's World" (June 
26, 1944). New Africa for December 1943 (p. 
4) and a letterhead of the council dated May 
17, 1945, contained the same information. 
Mr. Walter S. Steele testified in public hear
ings before the Committee on Un-American 
Activities July 21, 1947 (p. 135), that Judge 
Delany was a member of the Council on Af
rican Affairs. According to the Daily Work
er of March 29, 1948 (p. 7), Judge Hubert T. 
Delaney was a member of the executive board 
of the council. The Daily worker of April 
26, 1947 {p. 12), named him as having. signed 
a statement issued by the council. 

The Attorney General of the United States 
cited the Council on African Affairs as sub
versive and Communist (press releases of 
December 4, 1947, and September 21, 1948; 
also included on consolidated list released 
April l, 1954). 
. A 1939 membership list of the National 
Lawyers Guild, which was made available to 
the Special Committee on Un-American Ac
tivities, contains the name of one Hubert T. 
Delany, 30 Broad Street, New York City, 
The name of Hubert T. Delany appeared on a 
letterhead of the Guild dated May 28, 1940, 
as director ex officio. · The New York Guild 
Lawyer for September 1950 listed him as vice 
president of the New York chapter of the 
guild. A list of officers of the National Law
yers Guild· (as of December 1949) contain!! 
the name of the Honorable Hubert T . Delaney 
in a list of members or the organization's ex
ecutive board; he is so named in a list dated 
May 1950. Both of these lists were printed 
in a report on the National Lawyers Guild, 
prepared . and published by the Committee 
on Un-American Activities September 17, 
1950. 

Convention News of May 1941 (pp. 2 and 
4), issued by the fifth annual convention of 
the National Lawyers Guild which was held 
May 29-.June 1, 1941, in Detroit, Mich .•. named 
Hubert T. Delany as a member of the con
vention resolutions committee; he was also 
named in the same source as a member of 
the national executive board, National Law
yers Guild. .Judge Delaney presided at an 
annual convention of the guild in Chicago, 
Ill., in 1951 (Daily People's World, October 
18, 1951, p. 2); he also spoke before the guild 
in 1951, as reported in the Daily Worker of 
April 10, 1951, page 5. In the latter three 
sources, he was identified with the domestic 
relations court. of' New York City. 

The Daily Worker of October 7, 1952 (p. 3), 
reported that Judge Delany was to lead a 
workshop at the national conference on civil 
rights legislation and discrimination to be 
held in New York City~ October 10-12, under 
the auspices of the National Lawyers Guild; 
a letterhead of the New York City chapter of 
the guild dated October i7, 1952, listed 
Hubert T. Delany as vice president. The 
Daily Worker of February 20, 1953 (p. 6), 
announced that he would speak at a panel 
session on civil rights and liberties, February 

- ' 

22, at the annual convention of the guild. 
February 20-23, in New York City. According 
to the Daily Worker of May 27, 1953 (p. 8), 
Hubert T. Delany was reelected vice president 
of the New York City chapter of the National 
Lawyers Guild at the annual membership 
meeting May 26. He was elected one of the 
vice presidents of the National Lawyers Guild, 
New York City chapter, for the years 1954-55, 
as reported in the Daily Worker of May 26, 
1954 (p. 8). 

The National Lawyers Guild was cited as 
a. Communist-front organization by the Spe
cial Committee on Un-American Activities in 
report No. 1311 dated March 29, 1944·. In a 
report on the guild, prepared and released 
September 17, 1950, by the Committee on 
Un-American Activities, it was shown that 
the National Lawyers Guild "is the foremost 
legal bulwark of the Communist Party, its 
front organizations, and controlled unions" 
and "since its inception has never failed to 
rally to the legal defense of the Communist 
Part! and individual members thereof, in· 
cludmg known espionage agents." 

Hubert T. Delany was a member of the 
Lawyers' Committee of the American League 
for Peace and Democracy, as shown on their 
letterhead dated April 6, 1939. The Ameri
can League · for Peace and Democracy wa"s 
cited as subversive and Communist by the 
Attorney General (press releases of .June 1 
and September 21, 1948; consolidated list of 
April 1, 1954); he had previously cited the 
organization as "established in the United 
States * * * in an effort to create public 
sentiment on behalf of a foreign policy adap.. 
ted to the interests of the Soviet Union" 
(CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, vol. 88, pt. 6, p. 
7443). 'I'he Special Committee on Un
American Activities cited the American 
League as "the largest of the Communist
fron t movements in the United States" (re
port of ·.January 3, 1940). 

The catalog of · the George Washington 
Carver School (winter term, 1947) contains 
the name of Judge Hubert T. Delany as a 
member of the board of directors of that 
school, cited by the Attorney· General as "an 
adjunct in New York City of the Communist 
Party" (press release of December 4, 1947; 
included on consolidated list of April 1, 1954). 
· Hubert T. Delany was named ·as a repre
sentative individual who advocated lifting 
the arms embargo against Spain in a booklet 
entitled "These Americans Say," which was 
prepared and published by the coordinating 
committee to lift the embargo, cited as one 
of the number of groups set up during the 
Spanish civil war by the communist party 
in the United States and through which the 
party carried on a great deal of agitation. 
(From a report of the Special Committee on 
Un-American Ac;tivities dated March 29, 
1944.) 

A letterhead of the Lawyers Committee on 
American Relations with .Spain dated March 
5, 1938, and a prospectus and review of the 
'organization both name him as a member of 
that group. 

In a report dated March 29, 1944, the Spe
cial Committee on Un-American Activities 
had the following to say concerning the Law
yers' Committee on American Relations with 
Spain: "When it was the policy of the Com
munist Party to organize much of its main 
propaganda around the civil war in Spain, 
the lawyers' committee * * * supported 
this movement.'' 

A letterhead of the medical bureau and 
North American Committee To Aid Spanish 
Democracy dated July 6, 1938, contains the 
name of Judge Delany in a list of members 
of that group. 

During 1937 and 1938, the Communist 
Party wholeheartedly campaigned for sup

. port of the Spanish Loyalist cause, recruiting 
men and setting up so-called relief organiza
tions such as ·the medical bureau and Noru· 
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American Committee To Aid Spanish De
mocracy. (F'rom report No. 1311 of the Spe
cial Committee on Un-American Activities 
dated March 29, 1944.) 

Hubert T. Delaney was one of the sponsors 
of a testimonial dinner in honor of Ferdi
nand C. Smith, Communist Party member 
and national secretary of the National Mari
time Union; identified as tax commissioner, 
New York City, Judge Delany was listed by 
Labor Defender (issue of October 1935) as 
one of the individuals who signed a petition 
for the freedom of Angelo Herndon, a Com
munist. 

FJ!!BRUAV.Y 13, 1956. 
Subject: Norman Cousins, national board of 

directors, NAACP, 1954. 
The public records, files, and publications 

of this committee contain the following in
formation concerning the subject individual. 
This report should not be construed as rep
resenting the results of an investigation by 
or findings of this committee. It should 
be noted that the individual is not neces
sarily a _ Communist, a .communist sympa
thizer, or a fellow-traveler unless. otherwise 
indicated. 

In an article which appeared in the Daily 
Worker of January 13, 1948, it was reported 
that "·Thirty-five well known authors, edi-. 
tors, clergymen, and other public figures to
day called on the new Federal Employees 
Loyalty Review Board to prevent injustices 
to individuals in the Government loyalty 
check." Norman Cousins was one of those 
who signed the letter, addressed to Seth W. 
Richardson, board chairman. This article 
also appeared in the New York Times on the 
preceding day, January 12, 1948 (p. 10). 

In a report of the Committee on Un
American Activities entitled "Review of the 
Scientific and Cultural Conference for 
World Peace," dated April 19, 1949, we find 
the following statement concerning a 
speech of Norman Cousins before that con
ference: 

"In answer to this totalitarian philosophy 
of dragooning culture, Norman Cousins, edi
tor of the Saturday Review of Literature, de
clared amid a great deal of hissing and bo-
1ng, that 'Democracy must mean intellec
tual freedom, that it must protect .the in
dividual against the right of the state to draw 
political and cultural blueprints for its 
painters and writers and composers or to cas
tigate them, or to enter into those mattttrs 
of mind in which the individual is sover
eign.'" (See p. 13 of the Review of the 
Scientific and Cultural Conference.) 

FEBRUARY 13, 1956. 
Subject: Dr. Algernon: D. Black, national 

board of directors, NAACP, 1954. 
The public records, files, and publications 

of this committee contain the following in
formation concerning the subject individual. 
T'tlis report should not be construed as rep
resenting the results of an investigation by 
or findings of this committee. It should be 
noted that the individual is not necessarily 
a Communist, a Communist syn:.pathizer, or 
a fellow traveler unless otherwise indicated. 

Dr. Algernon D. Black was one of the spon
sors of the Cultural and Scientic Conference 
for World Peace, arranged by the National 
Council of the Arts, Sciences, and Profes
sions, March 25-27, 1949 (conference pro
gram, p. 12, and conference call). The Daily 
Worker of February 21, . 1949 (p. 2), an:. 
nounced that he was a member o! the pro
gram committee o:r that conference. Speak
ing of Peace, edited report of the conference, 
March 25, 26, 27, 1949, listed Algernon Black 
as a speaker on A Warning Against Sectarian 
Prejudice, and gave biographical data con-
cerning him (pp. 121, 139). · 

In 1948 and 1949, Dr. Black signed state
ments of the National Council of the Arts, 
Sciences. and Professions (Daily Worker. 

D~. 29, 1948, p. 2; letterhead received in 
January 1949; N,ew York Star of January 4. 
1949, p. _9, an advertisement). He. spoke be
fore the group in Pebruary 1949 (I;>aily 
Worker, ·Feb. 28, 1949, p. 2). 

The Committee on Un-American Actlvltlee, 
in its Review of the Scientific and Cultural 
Conference for World Peace arranged by the 
National Council of the Arts, Sciences, and 
Professions and held in New York City on 
March 25, 26, and 27,· 1949, April 26, 1950, 
cited the National Council of the Arts, Sci
ences, and Profe&sions as a Communist
front organization. In this same report the 
Committee on Un-American Activities cited 
the scientiftc and cultural conference as 
actually a supermobilization of the invet
erate wheelhorses and supporters of the 
Communist Party and its auxiliary organi
zations. 

The call to a national conference on Amer
ican policy in China and the Far East, held 
in January 1948, included the name of Dr. 
Algernon Black in the list of sponsors (Call, 
January 23-25, 1948, New York City); the_ 
conference was called by the Committee for 
a. Democratic Far Eastern Policy. In the De
cember 1949-January 1950 issue of Far East 
Spotlight, which is the official organ of the 
Committee for a Democratic Far Eastern Pol
icy, Dr. Black answered a questionnaire 
issued by that committee, favoring recogni
tion of the Chinese Communist government. 

The Attorney General of the United States 
cited the Committee for a Democratic Far 
Eastern Policy as a Communist organiza
tion in a letter furnished the Loyalty Review 
Board and release to the press by the United 
States Civil Service Commission April 27, 
1949; redesignated April 27, 1953, pursuant 
to Executive Order No. 10450, and included 
on the April 1; 1954, consolidated list of or
ganizations previously designated. 

The Daily Worker of June 21, 1948, re
ported that Algernon D. Black had signed a 
statement of the National Council of Ameri
can-Soviet Friendship, calling for a confer
ence with the Soviet Union; he signed an 
appeal of the same organization to the United 
States Government to end the cold war and 
arrange a conference with the Soviet Union 
°(leaflet entitled "End the Cold War-Get 
Together for Peace" which was dated Decem
ber 1948); he signed a statement in praise 
of Henry Wallace's open letter to Stalin 
(May 1948), as shown in the pamphlet How 
To End the Cold War and Build the Peace 
(p. 9), prepared and released .by the National 
Council of American-Soviet Friendship. 

The Attorney General cited, the National 
Council of American-Soviet Friendship as 
subversive and Communist in letters re
lea.8ed December 4, 1947, and September 21, 
1948; redesignated April 27, 1953, and in
cluded, on the April 1, 1954, consolidated list. 
The special Committee on Un-American 
Activi~ies, in its report of March 29, 1944 
(p. 156), cited the National Council of Amer
ican-Soviet Friendship as "in recent months, 
the Communist Party's principal front for 
all things Russian." 

Dr. Black contributed an article to the 
pamphlet We Hold These Truths (p. 22), 
which was issued by the League of American 
Writers. He was named as a member of the 
executive committee of Film Audiences for 
Democracy 1n th~ June 1939 issue of Film 
Survey, official organ of Film Audiences, cited 
as a Communist-front organizatfon by the 
special Committee on Vn-American Activities 
(report No. _1311 of March 29, 1944, p. 150). 

The Attorney General ci_ted the League of 
American Writers as subversive and Commu
nist in letters furni~hed the L<;>yal~y Review 
Board and released to the press by-the United 
States Civil Service Commission June 1 and 
September 21, 1948; redesignated ·April 27, 
1953, and included _ on the April r, 1954, con
solldated. list. The orga~ization was cited 
previously· by the Attm;ney Genera.I as 
"founded under Communist auspices in 

1935 • • • 1n 1939 _ • • .• .began openly to 
follow the Communist Party line as dictate<1 
by the foreign policy of the Soviet Union." 
(CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, vol. 88, pt. 6, p. 
'1445) .• The Special. Committee on Un
American. Activities, i:n its reports of Janu
ary ·3, 1940 .(p. 9), JuD;e ,25. : 19_42 (P:._" 19)., 
and March 29, 1944 (.p. 48) ; cited_ the, League 
of American Writers as a Communist front 
orga.n~zation. . · _. , · 

A letterhead of the. nonpartisan committee 
for the rel~ction of Congressman Vito Mar
cantonio, dated October 3, 1936, listed the 
name of Algernon D. Black as a member of 
that committee . . The Special Committee on 
Un-American Activities, in its report dated 
March 29, 1944: (p. 122), cited the nonparti
&an committee for the · reelection of Vito 
Marcantonio as. a Communist-front organi
zation. .· · . _ · : 

Algernon Black was a member of the advis
ory board of the American Student Union', as 
shown in a pamphlet entitled "Presenting 
the American Student Union." The special 
Committee on Un-American Activities, in its 
report dated January 3, 1939 (p. 80); cited 
the American Student Union as a Commu
nist-front organization. 

A letterhead of the Veterans Against Dis
crimination of Civil Rights Congress of New 
York, dated May 11, 1946, listed the name of 
Algernon Black as one of the public sponsors 
of that organization . . The Attorney Gen-. 
eral cited the Veterans Against Discimina
tion of Civil Rights congress of New York 
as subversive in a letter released December 4, 
1947; included on the April 1, 1954, con
solidated list. 

Mr. Black signed an open letter of the 
National Federation for Constitutional Lib
erties, as shown in the booklet 600 Promi
nent Americans (p. 16). The Attbrney Gen
eral -cited the Na:tional Federa~ion as sub
versive and Corµmunist in . letters released 
December 4, 1947, and September 21, 1948; 
redesignated April 27, 1953, and included on 
the April 1, 1954, consolidated list. The 
Attorney General cited tbe organization pre
viously as "part of what Lenin called the 
solar system of organizations, . ostensibly 
having no connection with the Communist 
Party, by which Communists attempt to 
crea-t;e sympathizers and supporters of their 
program." The Special Committee on Un
American Activities, in its report dated 
March 29, 1944 (p. 50), cited the National 
Federation for Constitutional Liberties as 
"one of the viciously subversive organiza
tions of the Communist Party." The Com
mittee on Un-American Activities, in its re
port of September 2, 1947 (p. 3), cited the 
National Federation as among a "maze of 
organizations" which were "spawned for the 

· alleged purpose of defending civil liberties 
in general but actually intended to _protect 
Communist subversion from any penalties 
under the law." · 

The printed program of the Greater New 
York Emergency Conference on Inalienable 
Rights,'February .12, 1940, reveals the name 
of Algernon D. Black as vice chairman of 
the group._ A letterheac;I. of the American 
Russian Institute, receive.d July 26, 1949, con
tains the name of Dr. Black as a member 
of the interchurch committee of that insti
turte. The Special Committee on Un- . 
American Activities, in its reported dated 
March 29, 1944 (pp. 96 and 129), cited the 
Greater New .York Emergency Conference on 
Inalienable Rights as a Communist front or
ganization. The Attorney General cited the 
American Russian Institute as a Communist 
organization in a letter released April 27, 
1949; redesignated April 27, 1953, and in
cluded on the ·April 1, 1954, consolidated list. 

Dr. Black-was -a member of the American 
Friends ·Of Spanish Democracy (letterheads 
dated March 13, 1931, and February 21, 1938); 
and described as a representative individual 
in a booklet entitled "Th~se Americans Say" 
~hi.ch was published by the Coordinating 
Committee to Lift the (Spanish) Embargo. 
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The Special Committee on Un-American Ac
tivities, in its report dated March 29, 1944 
(p. 82), cited the American Friends of Span
lsh Democracy as a Communist front or
ganization. The Coordinating Committee to 
Lift the (Spanish) Embargo was cited by the 
Special Committee on Un-American Activi
ties in its report dated March 29, 1944- (pp. 
137 and 138), as one of a number of front 
organizations set up during the Spanish 
Civil War by the Communist Party in the 
United States and through which the party 
carried on a great deal of agitation. 

In a pamphlet entitled "News You Don't 
Get" (dated November 15, 1938) , Algernon 
Black was named as one of those who signed 
the call to a conference on pan-American 
democracy; a letterhead of the organization 
dated November 16, 1938, named him as one 
of the sponsors of the conference. The At
torney General cited the Conference on Pan
American Democracy as subversive and Com
munist in letters released June 1 and 
September 21, 1948; redesignated April 27, 
1953, pursuant to Executive Order No. 10450. 
The Special Committee on Un-American Ac
tivities, in its report dated March 29, 1944 
(pp. 161 and 164), cited the Conference on 
Pan-American Democratcy as a Communist 
front organization. 

Algernon Black signed a declaration of 
the Reichstag Fire Trial Anniversary Commit
tee honoring Dimitrov, as shown in the New 
York Times of December 22, 1943 (p. 40). 
The special Committee on Un-American Ac
tivities, in its report of March 29, 1944 (pp. 
112 and 156), cited the Reichstag Fire Trial 
Anniversary Committee as a Communist 
front organiztion. 

Dr. Black signed an open letter in defense 
of Harry Bridges. (See Daily Worker of July 
19, 1942, p. 4.) Letterheads of the Citiz.ens 

. Victory Committee for Harry Bridges dated 
June 8, 1943, and Janu!J,ry 10, 1944, listed 
Algernon Black as -a committee member or 
sponsor of that group. The open letter in 
defense of Harry Bridges was cited as a 
Communist front organization by the special 
Committee on Un-American Activities in its 
report of March 29, 1944 (pp. 87, 112, 129, 
166). The citizens' committee for Harry 
Bridges was cited . as Communist by the At
torney General in a letter released April 27, 
1949; redesignated April 27, 1953, and in
cluded on the April l, 1954, consolidated list. 
The special Committee on Un-American Ac-

. tivities, in its report of March 29, 1944 (pp. 
90 and 94), cited the citizens' committee 
for Harry Bridges as a Communist front 
organization. 

The Daily Worker of March 29, 1951, (p. 
9), reported that Dr. Algernon D. Black 
signed a letter of the American Committee 
for Protection of Foreign Born attacking 
the McCarran. Act. Algernon D. Black was 
shown as a sponsor of the American Com
mittee for Protection of Foreign Born in the 
Daily Worker, April 4, 1951 (p. Bf, a leaflet: 
"Call-Mass Meeting and Conference," , Oc
tober 27, 1951; Dearborn; ·Mtch.1 and a p~oto-., 
static copy of an undated letterhead· <Jf the 
20th anniversary nation·al conference • • •, 
U; ·E:· Hall, Chicago, Hl. (Dec. 8-9, ·1951 } . . 
The Daily Worker of, August 10, 1950 (p .. '5) • 
reported that Dr: Algernon Black signed a 

· statement of the American Committee 
against denaturalization. 

'.l'he Attorney General cited the American 
Committee for Protection of Foreign Born 
as subversive and Communist in letters re
leased June 1 and September 21 ; 1948; re
designated April 27, 1953, and included on 
the April 1, 1954, consolidated list. The spe
cial Committee on Un-American Activities, 
in its report of March 29, 1944 (p. 155), cited 
the American Committee for Protection of 
Foreign Born as "one of the oldest auxmar1es 

·of the Communist Party in the United 
States." 

On June 13, 1949, the Daily Worker re·
PZ~:ed that Dr. Black was ~ne ·of the' spott-

eors of an organization formed to oppose· 
the Mundt-Nixon anti-Communist bill; a 
press release of the Nation-al Committee to 
Defeat the Mundt Bill, dated June 15, 1949, 
revealed the same information. The Com
mittee on Un-American Activities, in its 
report on the National Committee to Defeat 
the Mundt bill dated January 2, 1951, cited 
that organization as "a registered lobbying 
organization which has carried out the ob
jectives of the Communist Party in its fight 
against antlsubverslve -legislation." 

A letterhead of the Voice of Freedom 
Committee dated June 16, 1947, listed 
Algernon D. Black as a sponsor of that or
ganization. An invitation to a dinner held 
under auspices of the group,- January 21, 
1948, listed him as a member of the dinner 
committee. He signed a petition of the or
ganization as shown by a leaflet published 
by the Voice of Freedom Committee. The 
Attorney General included the Voice of 
Freedom Committee on his April 1, 1954, con
solidated list of organizations previously 
designated. 

Algernon D. Black, New York Ethical Cul
ture Society, signed an open letter of the 
Conference on Peaceful Alternatives to the 
Atlantic Pact to Senators and Congressmen 
urging defeat of President Truman's arms 
program, as shown by a letterhead dated 
August 21, 1949. 

The Committee on Un-American Activities, 
in its report on the Communist peace of
fensive, April 1, 1951 (p. 56), cited the Con
ference for Peaceful Alternatives to the At
lantic Pact as a meeting called by the Daily 
Worker in July 1949, to be held in Washing
ton, D. C., and as having been instigated by 
Communists in the United States (who) did 
their part in the Moscow campaign. 

The Daily Worker of December 10, 1952 
(p . . 4), listed Dr. Algernon D. Black as a 
signer of an appeal to President Truman re
questing amnesty for leaders of the Commu
nist Party convicted under the Smith Act. 

FEBRUARY 13, 1956. 
Subject: Dr. Ralph Bunche, national board 

of directors, NAACP, 19~4. 
The public records, files, and public~tlons 

of :this committee contain the following in
formation concerning the subject individual. 
This report should not be construed as repre
senting the results of an investigation by or 
findings of this committee. It should be 
noted that the individual is not necessarily 
a Communist, a Communist sympathizer, or 
a fellow-traveler unless otherwise indicated. 

Dr. Ralph Bunche was a member of the 
executive board of the Washington commit
tee, Southern Conference for Human Welfare, 
as shown on their letterhead of June 4, 1947. 
The special Committee on Un-American Ac
tivities cited the Southern Conference for 
Human Welfare as · a Communist-front or
ganization . in its report of March 29, 1944.· 
In 1947 the Committee on Un-American .Ac
tivities released a report on the conference, 
in which it was cite.ct as ·a Communist-front 
organization which sought to "attract south
ern liberals on the basis of·its seeming inter
est in the problems of the South," although 
its "professed interest in southern welfare" 
was "simply an expedient for larger alms 
serving the Soviet Union and its subservient 
Communist Party in the United States" (Re
port No. 592 of June 12, 1947). 

Ralph Bunche was a sponsor of the Con
ference on Civil Rights of the Washington 
Committee for Democratic Action, April 
20-21, 1940, as shown by the conference call, 
page 4. A letterhead of the Washington 
Committee for Democratic Action dated 
April 26, 1940, named Dr. Bunche as one of 
the sponsors of that group. · 

The Washington Committee for Demo
cratic Action was cited as subversive and 
Communist by the ~ttorney General of ~he 
United States in letters to the Lcyalty .. Review 

Board, released December 4, 1947, and Sep
tember 21, 1948. The organization was re
designated by the Attorney General, April 27, 
1953, pursuant to Executive Order No. 10450, 
and included in the April 1, 1954, consoli
dated list of organizations previously desig
nated. The Attorney General had previously. 
cited the group as an affiliate or local chapter 
of the National Federation for Constitutional 
Liberties ( CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD, vol. 88, 
pt. 6, p. 7448). The Special Committee on 
Un-American Activities cited the organiza
tion as successor in Washington to the 
American League for Peace and Democracy 
and an affiliate of the national federation 
(reports of June 25, 1942, and Mar. 29, 1944;). 

Official proceedings of the National. Negro 
Congress for 19361 pages 5 and 40, named Dr. 
Ralph Bunche, Washington, D. C., as a mem- . 
ber of the presiding committee and a member 
of the national executive council of that 
organization. • 

The Special Committee on Un-American 
Activities cited the National Negro Con
gress as a Communist-front movement in 
the United States among Negroes, and re
ported that "the officers of the National" 
Negro Congress are outspoken Communist 
sympathizers, and a majority of those on 
the executive board are outright Commu
nists" (report of January 3, 1939). The 
Attorney General cited the National Negro 
Congress as a Communist-front organization 
(CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, vol. 88, pt. 6, p. 
7447; press releases of December 4, 1947, and 
September 21, 1948; consolidated list·of cited 
organizations, dated April 1, 1954}. 

The Washington Post and Times Herald, 
May 29, 1954, p. 6, reported that "A Federal 
loyalty board announced today that it has 
unanimously cleared Dr. Ralph J. Bunche 
of 'any and all .charges." the · article quoted 
the official announcement as follows: 

"The full board had its second meeting 
with Dr. Bunche yesterday following which 
it unanimously reached the conclusion that 
there is no doubt as to the loyalty of Dr. 
Bunche to the Government of the United 
States. 

"This conclusion has been forwarded to 
the Secretary of State for transmittal to 
the Secretary General of the U. N. At the 
same tiµie it has been informally transmitted 
to Dr. Bunche." 

Reference to the· loyalty board's clearance 
of Dr. Bunche is found also in the Washing
ton Evening Star, May 28, 1954, p. A-1. 

FEBRUARY 13, 1956. 
Subject: Dr. H. Claude Hudson, national 

board of directo~s, NAACP, 1954. 
The public records, files, and publications 

of this committee contain the following · in
formation concerning the subject individual. 
This report should not be construed as rep
resenting· the results of an investigatiqn by 
or. findings of this . committee. It should 
be noted that the i-ndividual. is not neces
sarily a Communist, a Communist sy:i;npa
thizer ,' or a fellow-traveler unless otherwise 
indicated. 

The Daily People's World of May 2, 1947 
· (p. ·8·) ,· listed· Dr. H. Claude Hudson as a 
sponsor of the Los Angeles chapter of ·the 
Civil Rights Congress. 

The Attorney" General of the United States 
cited the Civil Rights Congress as subver
sive and Communist in letters to the i,oyalty 
Review Board, released December 4, 1947, 
and September 21, 1948. · The organization 
was redesignated. by the Attorney Ge.neral 
April 27, 1953, pursuant to Executive Order 
No. 10450, and included on the April 1, 1954, 
consolidated list of organizations previously 
designated. The Committee on Un-American 
Activities, in its report of September 2, 1947 
(pp. 2 and 19), cited the Civil Rights Con,
gress as an organiza;tion formed in April 
1946 as a merger of two other Communist-

. frori,t_· organizations · (International Labor 
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Defense and the N:atfonal Federaition f'or
Constitutional Liberties-) ; "dedicated not t<> 
the broader issues of civil libertieS) but spe
cifically to the defense- of hl.dividU81I Com
munistS' and the- CommuniSt Party" and' 
""'contl'olled by !ndivfdureis who are· either
members of the Communist Party OT openly 
loyal to it." 

FEBRUARY 13, 1956. 
Subject: Carl R. Johns.on,. national board of. 

directors, national legal committee. 
NAACP, 1954. 

The public records, files, and publications 
of this committee contain the following 
information concerning the subject individ
ual. This report should J:!Ot be construed 
as representing the results of an inv.estiga
tion by or :findings o1 this committee. It 
should be. noted that. the- individual is not: 
necessarily a Communist, a Communist sym..., 
pathizer, or a fellow traveler unless other
wise. indicated. 

An undated leaflet, The Only Sound Policy 
for a; Democracy, and the· Daily Worker of 
March 19, 19115 (P. 4}, listed Carl R. Johnson,. 
lawyer, Kansas Cltyr :Mo.r as a signer of a 
statement sponsored by the National Fed
eration for Cotl.S.tttutional Liberties. support
ing the War Department's order on granting 
commissions to members of the Armed Forces 
who have been members of or sympathetiC' 
to the views of the- C<ilmmunis.t Party. 

The Attorn:ey General of the United States 
cited the National Federation for Consti
tutional Liberties. as subversive and Commu
nist in letters to the Loya:lty Review Board, 
released December 4, 1947, and Septembei: 
2.1, 1948. The organization. was· redesig
nated by the Attorney General April 27, 
1953,, pIDsuant-to Ex.ecutive Ordel'. No. 10450, 
and included on the Aprll 1, 1954, consolL
d.ated list of organizations. previously desig
n .ated. The organization was cited previ
ously by the At.torney General as "-part of 
what Lenin called the solar system of or
ganizations, ostensibly having no connection 
with the Communist Party, by which. Com
munists attempt to eveate sympathizers atnd 
supporters of their progl!am."· (CONG&Es:. 
SIONAL REQORD, vol. 88, pt.. 6, p. 7446.) 
The special Committee on Un-Amel7ican Ac~ 
tivities, in its report of March 29, 1944 
(P. 50) ,. cited the. National Federation for 
Constitutional Liberties as "one of the vi
ciously subversive organizations of the Com
munist Party.'' The Committee on Un
Amerlcan Activities, in its report of Septem
ber 2, 1947 (p. 3}, cited the National Fed
eration for Constitutional Liberties among 
a maze of organizations. which were spawned 
for the alleged purpose- of defending civil 
liberties in general but actually intended to 
protect Communist subvers-ion from. any 
penalties under the law. 

FEBRUARY 13, 1956. 
Subject: Alfred Baker 'Lewis, national board 

of directors, NAACP, 1954. 
The ,public records, files, and publications 

of this committee contain the following in
formation concerning the subject individual. 
This report should not be construed as repre
senting the results of an investigation by or 
finding of this committee. It should be 
noted that the individual is not necessarily 
a Communist, a: Communist sympathizer, or 
a fellow-traveler unless otherwise indicated. 

On July 11, 1942, the National Federation 
for Constitutional Liberties addressed an 
open letter to the President of the United 
States urging him to re.consider Attorney 
General Franc.rs B.iddle's order to deport 
Harry Bridges; the letter also stated that: 
"It is equally essential that. the Attorney 
General's 111-a.dvised~ arbitrary, and unwar
ranted findings relative to the Communist 
Party be rescinded." Alfred Baker Lewis, 
executive board, National Association for 
the ·Advancement of Colored· People, and 

executtve boa.rd' member, Union fm Demo-· 
cratic. Action, New York', N. Y., signed the' 
open letter, as shown fn the pamphlet. en
titled "600 Prominent Amerfoans Ask Pre&i
dent To Rescind :J;liddie Decisfon," published 
September 11, 1942, by the National Federa
tion for Constitutional Liberties and incor~ 
porating the open letter m full. The open 
letter, together with a list of individua!s who 
signed it, appeared in the Daily Worker on
July 1~. 1942 (p. 4). 

The Attorney General of· the United States 
cited the National Federatfon for' Constitu
tional Liberties as "Part of what Lenin 
called the solar system of organization&, os
tensibly having :no connection with the 
C'ommunist Party, by which Communists 
attempt to create sympathizers and support
ers of their program;" and as subversive and 
Communist. (CONGRFSSIONAL RECORD, voL. 
88, pt. 6, p. 7446); and press releases .of 
December 4, 1947, and September 21, 1948, 
respectively; also included in consolidated 
lls-t released April 1,.. 1954.) The Special 
Committee on Un-American Activities cited 
the federation as one of the viciously subver
sive organizaitions ·or the Communist Party 
(report of March 29, 1944; also cited in re
ports of June 25, 1942, and J"anuary 2, 1943)-. 
It was also cited by the> Committee on Un
Americain Activities aS' intended to proteet. 
Communist subversion from any: penalties 
under the law (Report' No. 1115 of Septem
ber 2, 1947). 

An undated letterhead of the League for 
Mutual Aid, 104 Fifth Avenue, New York 
City, contained the name of Alfred Baker 
Lewis in a list of members of the organiza
tion's advisory committee. The league was 
cited as a. Communist enterprise by the Spe
cial Committee on Un-American Activf.tfes In 
Report No. 1311 of March 29, 1944. 

"Greetings and best wishes for success to 
the second national Negro congress" were 
contained in the printed annual program of 
that congress, sent by A. Philip Randolph, 
chairman, and Alfred Baker Lewis, secretary, 
Negro Work Committee of the Socialist Party. 
(Printed annual program, second national 
Negro congress, Philadelphia, Pa., Octo
ber -15, 16, and 17, 1937, p. 6L) The National 
Negro Congl'.ess was -cited as an important 
sector of the democratic f:ront, sponsored and 
supported by the Communist Party; an(i la
ter,. as subve.rsive and Communist. (CON· 
GRESSIONAL RECORD,. 'VOL. 88, pt. 6, p. 7447; 
and press releases of December 4, 1947', and 
September 21, 1948; also included- on con
solidated list of April 1, 195.4.) The Special 
Committee on Un-American Activities cited 
the congress as the Communist-front move
ment in the United States among Negroes 
(report of January 3, 1939; also cited in 
reports of January 3, 1940~ June 25, 1942; 
and March 29, 1944). 

F'EBRUARii; 13, 1956. 
Subject: Dr. James J. :Mcclendon, national 

board of directors, national health com
mittee, NAACP, 1954. 

The public recordS', files, and publications 
of this committee contain the following in.
formation concerning the subject individual. 
This report should not be construed as repre
senting the results of an in..vestigation by or 
findings of this committee. It should be 
noted that the individual is not necessarily a 
Communist, a Communist sympathizer, or a 
feUow-tra:veler unless otherwise indicated. 

The Daily Worker of March 18, 1945 (p. 2~, 
and an undated leaflet,. The Only Sound 
Policy for a Democracy, named Dr. James J. 
Mcclendon as one of the signers of a state
ment, sponsored by the National Federation 
for- Constitutional LibertieS', which supported 
the War Department's . ol'.der on granting 
commissions.- to members of the Armed Forces 
who have been members of or sympathetic to 
the views of the Communist Party. Dr. Mc
Clendon was identified as President of the 
Detroit Nationi;1.l Association for the Advance-

ment: of COiored Pe-ople. D. ~. J. McClendon 
was one of the sponsors of the National Fed
erattcm :fol" Constitutional Liberties, as..showru 
by the p:r©g:ram,. Action Conference for Civil. 
Rights, held in Washington, D. C., Aprll 19-
20, .1941; and on letterheads dated September . 
:n, 1940, and November 61, 1940. · 

The> National Federation for. Cmtstiit.utlonal 
Libertie& was cited as subversive . and Com-. 
munist by the United States Attorney Gen
era! in press :reieases dated December 4, 1!947; 
and September 21, 1948; also included in 
his consoHdated !1st of April l, 1954. The 
Attorney General described the organization 
as "part of what Lenin cailled the solar ·s.ys
tem of organizations;, ostensibly; ha¥ing no. 
connectfon with the Communist: Party., by 
which Communists attempt to create sympa
thizers and supponterS' or their program •L 

(CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, vol. 88, pt. 6 , p.. 
7446). The Special Committee on Un
American Activities stated that "There can 
be no reasonable doubt abou~ the fact that 
the National Federation fo~ Constitutional 
Liberties regardless of :Its high-sounding 
name--is one o:f the viciously subversive 
organizations of' the . Communist Part.y" 
(special committee report, March 29, 1944, 
p. 50); Sllso cited fn reports, June 25., 1942 
(p. 20), and January 2, ig43· (p.p. 9 and 12). 

Dr. James J. McClendon was named in the 
Daily Worker of' March 16', 1942, (pp. 1and4), 
and on a Petterhead dated Apr112. 1942, as one 
of the sponsors of ~he National F:ree. Browder 
Congress. · 

The National Free Browder Congress was 
cited as a Communist front which arlianged 
to meet March 28-29, 1942. Earl Browder was 
general secretary of the Communist. Party, 
United\ States o:f America, who had been con
victed and sentenced to Atlanta Federal 
Penitentiary for- passport ' fraud. (Special 
Committee on Un-American Activities, re
port, March 29, 1944 (pp. 69, 87, and 132.) 

Dr. James :McCiendan · was one o:f the 
sponsors of the· sesquicentennial bill o:t 
rights celebration, held under the auspices 
of the Michigan Civil Rights Federation; 
Detroit, Mich., December 1-2, 1939, as shown 
by the can of conference. Dr. James J.. 
:McClendon was one of the sponsors of· a 
statewide conference, held under the aus
pices of the :Michfga11 federation in Detroit; 
Mich., September 12<, 1943, as shown b;II call 
of the conference~ Me was identified as 
president of the Detroit chapter of the Na
tional Association for the Advancement of . 
Colored People-. 

The Michigan Civil Rights Federation was 
cited by the Attorney General of the United 
States as "an aftlliate of the Communist 
front, the National Federation for Consti
tutional Liberties; and as subversive and 
Communist organization which has been 
succeeded by and now operates as the Michi· 
gan chapter of the Civil Rights Congress." 
(CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, vol. 89, pt. 6, p. 
7446; and press releases of December ~. 
1947, June 1 and September 21, 1948; also 

. including in hfs consolidated list of organi· 
zations, dated April 1, 1954.) The Special 
Committee on Un-American Activities and 
·the Committee on Un-American Activities 
cited the Michigan Civil RightS' Federation 
as a Communist-front organization. (From 
Report No. 1311 of the Special Committee 
on Un-American Activities, dated March 29', 
1944; and Rep0rt No. 1115 of the Committee 
on Un-American Activities, dated September 
2, 1947, p. 3.) 

FEBR.UARY 13, 1956. 
Subject: A. Maceo Smith, national.. board o1 

directors, NAACP, 1954. 
The public records, files, and publications 

of this committee contain the followhig in
formation concerning the liUbj,ect individual. 
This report should not be construed as rep
resenting the results' of an investigation by 
or findings of this committee. It should be 
noted that the individual is not necessarily 
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a Communist, a Communist. sympathizer, or 
a fellow-traveler unless otherwise indicated. 

A. Maceo Smith was a signer of a state
ment released by the Civil Rights Congress of 
Texas against a ban on the· Communist Party 
as shown by the Worker, April 27, 1947 (p. 
25). 

The Attorney General of the United States 
cit·ed the Civil Rights Congress as subversive 
and. Communist. in letters to the Loyalty Re
view Board, released to the press· by the 
United States Civil Service Commission De-

: cember 4, 1947. and September 21, 1948; re
designated April 27, 1953, pursuant to Execu
·tive Order No. 10450, and included on the 
April 1, 1954, consolidated list. The Commit
tee on Un-American Activities, in its report 
of September 2, 1947 (pp. 2 and 19); cited the 
Civil Rights Congress as an organization 
formed in Aprll 1946 as a merger of two other 
Communist-front. organizations (Interna
tional Labor Defense and 'the National ' Fed
eration for Constitutional Liberties); "dedi
cated not to the broader issues of civil liber
ties, but specifically to · the defense of indi
vidual Communists and the Communist 
Party" and "controlled by individuals who 
are either members of the Communist Party 
or openly loyal to it." 

FEBRUARY 13, 1956. 
Subject: James Hinton, national board of 

_directors, NAACP, 1954. , 
The public records, files and publications 

of this committee contain the following in
formation concerning the subject individual. 
This report should not be construed as rep-

. resenting the results of an investigation by 
or findings of this committee. It should be 
noted that the individual is not necessarily 
a: Communist, a Coµununist sympathiZer, or 
a fellow-traveler unless otherwise indicated. 

James M. Hinton, -identified as pres1dent 
of the State conference of the-. National Asso- · 
elation for the Advancement of Colored Peo
ple for South . Carolina, was one of the 
sponsors of a Congress on Civil Rights-, as 
shown on the call to the congress which was 
held in Detroit, Mich., April 27-28, 1946. 
(See pp. 21 and 22 of Rept. No. 1115 of the 
Committee on Un-American Activities on. 
the Civll Rights Congress,' September 2, 
1947.) 

The Civil Rights Congress was founded 
at a conference in Detroit Aprll 27, and 28, 
1946, effectuating the merger of the Inter
national Labor Defense and the National 
Federation for Constitutional Liberties. 
The Civll Rights Congress was "dedicated 
not to the broader issues of civll liberties, but 
specifically to the defense of individual 
Communists and the Communist Party" and 
"controlled by individuals who are either 
members of the Communist Party or openly 
loyal to it." (pp. 2 and 19 of Rept. No. 1115). 

The Attorney General of tt.e United States 
cited the Civil Rights Congress as subversive 
and Communist in letters to the Loyalty 
Review Board, released December 4, 1947, 
and September 21, 1948; redesignated April 
27, 1953, pursuant to Executive Order No. 
10450, and included on the April 1, 1954, con
solidated list of organizations previously 
designated. 

FEBRUARY 13, 1956. 
Subject: Theodore M. Berry, national board 

of directors, national legal committee, 
, NAACP, 1954. 

The public records, files and publications 
of this committee contain the following in
formation concerning the subject individ
ual. This report should not . be construed as 
representing the results of an investigation 
by or findings of this committee. It should 
be noted that the individual is not neces
sarily a Communist, a Communist sympa
thizer, or a fellow traveler unless otherwise 
indicated. 

A 1939 membership list of the National 
Lawyers Guild which was made available to 

the Special Committee on Un-American 
Activities, March 1939, contains the name 
of Theodore M. Berry, 308 West Fifth Street, 
Cincinnati, Ohio, as a member. 

The Special Committee on Un-American 
Activities, in its report of March 29, 1944 
(p. 149), cited the National Lawyers Guild 
as a Communist-front organization. The 
Committee on Un-American Activities, in its 
report on the National Lawyers Guild, Sep
tember 17, 1950, cited the organization as 
a Communist front which "is the foremost 
legal bulwark of the Communist Party, its 
front organizations, and controlled unions" 
and which "since its inception has never 
failed to rally to the legal defense of the Com
munist Party and individual members 
thereof, including known espionage agents." 

FEBRUARY 13, 1956. 
. Subject: Earl B. Dickerson, national board 

of directors, "nationai legal committee, 
NAACP, 1954. . 

The public records, files, and publications 
of this committee contain the following in
form'ation concerning the subject individual. 
This report should not be coµstrued as rep
resenting the_ results of an investigation by 
or findings of this committee. It should be 
noted that the individual is not necessarily 
a Communist, a Communist sympathizer, or 
a fellow-traveler unless otherwise indicated~ 

According to the Dally Worker of February 
28, 1949 (p. 9), Earl Dickerson, attorney, 
Illinois, was one of the signers of a statement 
defending the 12 Communist leaders. He 
signed a statement in behalf of the attorneys 
in the Communist cases · as shown by the 
July 31, i9t>O, issue of -the- Daily Worker (p. 
9). This same information was shown in the 
February 1, 1950, issue of the DaUy Worker 
(p. 3). As shown by the Daily Pe9ple's 
World of May 12, 1950 (p. 12J, Earl B. Dicker
son was a signer of a statement to the United 
Nations in behalf of the Communist cases. 

Earl B. Dickerson protested approval of the 
Smith Act .by the Supreme Court as "having 
a disastrous impact upon • • • struggle of 
Negro people" (Daily Worker, October 1, 1951, 
p. 1). He filed a petition with :the clerk of 
the United States Supreme Court supporting 
the pending application for a hearing on the 
constitutionality of the Smith .Mtt as shown 
by the Daily Worker, October 4, 1951 (p. 15). 
Mr. Dickerson was identified in this source 
as a Negro attorney in Illinois. He spoke 
against the Smith Act according to the 
February 12, 1952 issue of the Daily People's 
World (p. 3), and was co-author of a memo
randum to the Supreme Court "on the 
menace of the Smith Act to the Negro 
people" (Daily People's World, July 15, 1952, 
p. 1). Earl B. Dickerson, president, National 
Lawyers Guild, Chicago, was a . signer of an 
appeal to President Truman requesting am
nesty for leaders of the Communist Party 
convicted under the Smith Act (Daily 
Worker, December 10, 1952, p. 4). As shown 
by the Dally Worker, December 29, . 1953 (p. 
8) and the Worker, January 3, 1954 (p. 6), 
Earl B. Dickerson was one of 39 prominent 
Midwest citizens signing a plea for Christmas 
amnesty for Communist leaders convicted 
under the Smith Act, which was wired to 
President Eisenhower. He was one of the 
initiators of an appeal for reduced bail for 
Claude Lightfoot, Illinois Communist leader, 
indicted under a section of the Smith Act as 
shown by the September 12, 1954, issue of 
the Worker (p. 16. . 

According to the December 25, 1952 issue 
of the Daily Worker (p. 8), Earl D. Dick~rson 
was a signer of an open letter to President 
Truman asking clemency for the Rosenbergs. 
The Daily People's World of March 13, 1953 
(p. 3), reported that Earl B. Dickerson con
tributed a statement to the pamphlet, The 
Negro People Speak Out on the Rosenbergs, 
distributed by volunteers for the East Bay 
Committee To Save the Rosenbergs, Oakland, 
California. 

Earl B. Dickerson was a signer of an appeal 
to the Greek Government protesting the 
court marital of Greek maritime unionists as 
shown by the Daily Worker, August 19, 1952 
(p. 1). 

Earl B. Dickerson was listed in the spring 
1943 (p. 22) and fall session 1943 (p. 27) 
catalogs of the Abraham · Lincoln School as 
a member of the board of directors. · He was 
named in the same source as a guest lec
turer at the school (p. 19). 

The Attorney General of the .United States 
cited the Abraham Lincoln School as an ad
junct of the Communist Party in a letter 
to the Loyalty Review Board, released Decem
ber 4, 1947. The Attorney General redesig
nated· the school April 27, 1953, pursuant to 
Executive Order No. 10450, and included it on 
the April 1, 1954, consolidated list of organi
zations previously designated. The Special 
Committee on trn-Americari Activities, in its 

· report· of March 29, 1944 (p: 82), cited the 
Abraham Lincoln School as successor of the 
:Workers School as a Communist educational 
medium in Chicago. 

A pamphlet.-entitled "For a New Africa .. 
(containing .the· proceedings of the confer
ence on Africa, . New York, April 14, 194.4) 
names Earl B. Dickerson as a member of the 
National Negro Congress. 

The National Negro Congress was cited as 
subversive and Communist by the Attorney 
General in letters released December 4, 1947; 
and September 21, 1948; redesignated April 
27, 1953, and included on the April 1, 1954, 
consolidated list. The organization was cited 
previously by the Attorney General as a Cqm
munist-front group (CONGRESSIONAL. RECORD, 
vol. 88, pt. 6, p. 7446). The Special Com
mittee on Un-American Activities, in its 
report of January 3, 1939 (p. 81), cited the 
National Negro Congress as "the Communist
front movement in the United States among 
Negroes." 

He was a member of the Council on Afri
can Affairs, as shown in .a pamphlet entitled 
"8 Million Demand Freedom," and the pam
phlet For a New Africa (p. 36): Earl B. 
Dickerson is listed as a member of the Coun
cil on AfriCan Affairs in a leaflet, issued by 
the organization,, The Job To Be Done, a 
leaflet entitled "What of Africa's Place in 
Tomorrow's World?" a pamphlet entitled 
"Seeing Is Believing" (1947), and a letter
head of the group, dated May 17, 1945, and a 
pamphlet, Africa In the War. 

The Attorney General cited the Council 
on African A.trairs as subversive and Com
munist in letters released December 4, 1947, 
and September 21, 1948; redesignated April 
27, 1953, and included on the April 1, 1954, 
consolidated list. 

The name of Earl Dickerson, of 35 South 
Dearborn Street, Chicago, Ill., appears on a 
1939 membership list of the National Lawyers' 
Guild on file with this committee. In 1949 
he was president of the Chicago chapter of 
the guild and chairman at a meeting on 
anti-Communist legislation, as shown in the 
Daily Worker of March 15, 1949 (p. 6); in the 
same year he attacked the Marshall plan as 
shown in the Dally Worker of July 19, 1949 
(p. 5}, in which source he was identified as 
president of the Chicago chapter of the guild; 
he participated in a discussion entitled 
"Status of Civil Liberties," fifth annual con
vention, National Lawyers' Guild, Book
Cadillac Hotel, Detroit, Mich., May 29-June 
l, 1941, as shown by the convention program 
printed in Convention News, May 1941 (p. 2), 
published by the guid. This same Conven
tion News (pp. 3 and 4) listed him as a 
member of the convention nominations com
mittee of the fifth national convention of 
the National Lawyers' Guilti. He submitted 
a report of the giuld, denouncing lynching 
and discrimination, as shown in the Daily 
Worker, November 30, 1942 (p. 1). As shown 
by the October 15, 1951, issue of the Daily 
Worker (p. 1), Earl B. Dickerson was presi
dent of the Chicago chapter of the National 
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Lawyers" GUild; he spoke at the natfonal coh· 
vention of the organization ip Chl.cago. The
October 18, 1951; issue of 11he Daily People's 
World (p .. 2) ~ repoi:ted that Eal:l a Dickerson 
was elected president of the National Lawyers~ 
Guild. He was shown as president of the 
National Lawyers' Guild in the Daily Worker; 
January 25, 1952 (p. 1), and February 20, 19531 
(p. 6), and the Daily People's World, Janu-: 
ary 25. 195a (p. ,8) •. ~he January 18, 1952, 
issue of the Daily People's World (p. 3) re., 
ported that Earl B. Dickerson was to speak 
on the Smith Act, the: Constitution, and You,, 
at a gathering of the San Francisco chapter 
of the National Lawyers' Guild on February 
l, 1952. The Daily Worker of. February 24. 
1953 (p. 6), reported that Earl Dickerson~ 
president of the National Lawyers' Guild~ 
addressed the annual convention of the 
group held February 2~23, at the Park
Sheraton Hotel, New York City, and stated 
that "a new foreign policy is nee.ded if the 
drive against Uberties is to be halted." The 
Daily People's World of July 6, 1953 (p. 3); 
announced that he was to be honored by the 
Los Angeles-Hollywood chapter of the' Na
tional Lawyers' Guild at a lumcheon. The 
Daily Worker of August 28, 1953 (p. 2), re
ported that Earl B. Dickerson, president of 
the National Lawyers' Guild, iss.ued a state"'. 
ment opposing the American Bar Associa
tion's call for disbarment of Communist 
lawyers. As shown by the September 6, 1953, 
issue of the Worker (p. 6.), Earl Dic·kerson 
protested the placing o1 the· National 
Lawyers' Guild on too list of subversive or .. 
ganizations by the- Attorney General. 

The Special Committee on_ Un-American 
Activities, in its report of March 29, 1944 (p; 
149), cited the National Lawyex:s' Guild as a 
Communist-front organization. The Com
mittee on Un-American Activities, in its re_. 
port on the Nations Lawyers' Guild, Septem
ber 17, 1950, cited the group as a Communist 
front which "is· the foremost legal bulwark 
of the Communist Party, its front organiza
tions, and controlled unions" and which 
"since its inception has never failed to rally 
to the legal defense of the Communist Party 
and individual members thereof, including 
known espionage agents'.•• 

One F.arl Dickerson (with no middle initial! 
shown) spoke at the morning session of the 
Congress on Civil Rigllts which was held in 
De.tEait, Mich .. April_ 27-2.8, 1946, as. shown iii 
the prograui, Congress on Ci:vil Rights (p. 1) ; 
Earlr B: Dickerson signed a statement of the 
Civil Rights Congress which was in defense 
of Gerhart Eisler, according to the Dally 
Worker of February 28, 1947 (p. 2); he was 
one of. the sponsoi:s of the National Emer
gency Conference for Civil Rights which was 
held in New York Cbty on July. 19, 1948, 
according to the Daily Wor,ker of July 12-; 
1948 (p. 4); a photostat of a letterhead of 
the Civil Rights Congress, Illinois, dated 
December 18, 1948, listed Earl Dickerson as 
a sponsor. As shu.wn by the Daily Worker 
of November 1 ~ 1950 (p. 4), Earl B. Dicker
son was a sponsor of the Civil Rights Con
gress. A handbill, Dodge Local a Supports 
FEPC Rally" listed Earl B. Dickerson as one 
of those who w:ould speak at a rally to be 
held under partial auspic.es of the Civil 
Rights Congress of Michigan on April 16, 
1950. 

The Attorney General cited the Civil 
Rights Congress. as subversive and Commu
nist in letters :celeased Decemb.er 4, 194'Z, 
and September 21, 1948,; :i:edesignated April 
27, 1953, and included on the April 1, 1954, 
consolidated list. The Committee on Un ... 
American Activities.. in its report. of Septem.,. 
ber 2, 19-l'Z. (pp. 2, and 19}.., cited the Civil 
Rig;hts Congress.a.a an organization formed 
in Apr!I 194K a& a. merg,er of two a.ther com.
munis.t-front organizations (International 
Labor Defense and the National Federation 
!o:i: Canst!tutlonaI Libe11ties); "dedicated 
not ta the bx:aader iss.ues of civ.il Ubei:ties, 

but specifically 'to tha defense o! individual 
Communists and ·the Communist Party" and 
~·controlled by individuals who are either 
members of the Communist Party or openl~ 
loyal to it.'-' 

According to the printed program of the 
Cultural and Scientific Conference for World 
Peace ,(p. 14), Earl B. Dickerson was one of 
the sponsors of this conference which was 
held! in New York City, March 27- 27, 1949,: 
un.der the auspices of the National Council 
of the Arts, Sciences; and Professions; he 
signed a statement of the coun.cil which was· 
reprinted in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. vol-' 
ume 95, part 7, page 9435. Earl ·B. Dickerson 
was a signer of a Resolution Against Atomic 
Weapons• as shown by a mimeographed list 
of signers attached to a letterhead of tht} 
National Council of the Arts, Science, and 
Pr.ofessions dated July 28, 1950. Mr. Dicker
son signed a statement to. the American 
people, "We uphold the right of all citizens 
to speak for peace," released by the Ne,tional 
Council of the Arts, Sciences,- and Profes
sions, as shown by the handbill, "Halt the · 
Defamers Who Call Peace Un-American." He 
spoke at a conference on equal rights for 
Negroes in the arts held by the New York 
Council of the National Council of the Arts, 
New York City, November 10, ·1951, accord-' 
ing to the November 7, 1951 (p. 3); and 
November 14, 1951 (p. 7)', fssties of the Daily 
Worker. The Daily· Worker · of June 2, 1952' 
'( p. 3), listed Earl B. Dickerson as one of the 
endorsers of the national c~uncll resolution 
calling' for a heai:ing of Tunisia's demands 
in the United Nations. He spoke at a con-' 
ference for equal rights for Negroes in the 
Arts, Sciences, and Professions held by the 
Southern California - Council of the Arts, 
Sciences, and Professions, on June 14, 1952, 
In Los Angeles (Daily Worker, June 20, 1952; 
p . 7). . . 

The Committee on Un-American Activi
ties, 'in its Review of the Sc·ientiftc and Cul
tural Conference for World Peace, April 19; 
1949 (p. 2), cited the National Council of 
the- Arts, Sciences, and Professions as a 
Communist-front organization. In this 
same report the committee cited the- Scien
tific and Cultural Conference for World 
Peace as a; Communist front which "was 
actually a supermobilization of the in
veterate w:tfeelhorses and supporters of the 
-Communist Party and' its auxiliary organi".' 
zatlons." 

Earl B. Dickerson was a national sponsor 
of the Spanish Refugee Appeal of the Joint 
Anti-Fascist Refugee Committee, as shown 
by letterheads of the group dated February 
26, 1946, February 3, 1948, May 18, 1951, and 
January 5, 1953. He signed an opeJ.1 lettei; 
of the organization to President Truman on 
Franco Spain as shown by a letterhead and 
mimeographed letter of April 28, 1949. He 
-signed a petition of the Spanish Refugee 
Appeal of the Joint Anti-Fascist Refugee 
Committee to President Truman "to bar 
military aid to ' or alliance with fascist 
Spain" as shown by a mimeographed peti
tion, attached to a letterhead of the gx:oup 
dated May 18, 1951. . · · 

The Attorney General cited the Joint 
Anti-Fascist Refugee Committee as, subver.,. 
siv.e and Communist. in· letters released 
.December 4, 1947 and September 21, 1948; 
redesignated April 27. 1953 and included on 
'the April 1, 1954. consolidated list. The 
Special Commit.tea on Un-American Activi
ties, In its report of March 29, 1944 (p. 174-), 
cited the Joint Anti-Fascist . Refugee Com:. 
mittee as a Communist-front organization. 

Mr. Dickerson was· chairman of the Ill!~ 
'nots Legislative and Defense Committee a! 
·the International Labor Defense, as shown 
.in.Equal Justice, September, 1939.- (p~, 3). ~ 
spoke before the International Labor ne .. 
'!.ense~ togethe:r w~t}?. Earl ~rowder, accord
'ing to the Dally Worke:t of. .October -1, 194~, 
, (P- 5}; October 6, 1942, (~ .. 5); and October 

:n, 1942, (p. 3) .. The pamphlet Victory in 
Oklahoma, October 1943, back cover, listed 
Earl B. Dickerson as a member of the Na
tional Committee of the International 
Labor Defense. 
. The Attorney General cited the Interna..; 
tional Labor Defense as subversive and 
Communist in letters released June 1 and 
September 21, 1948; redesignated April 27; 
1953 and included on the April 1, 1954 con
solidated list. The organization was cited 
previously by the Attorney General as the 
"legal arm of the Communiist Party." 
(CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, vol. 88, ' pt. 6, p. 
'7446) . . The cOmmittee OU · un:...American· 
Activities, in its report of September 2, 194'1 
{pp. 1 and 2), cited the International Labor 
Defense as "part of an international net
work of organizations for the defense of 
Communist lawbreakers." 
- Earl B. Dickerson was a speaker at the 
Conference on Constitutional Liberties, the 
!oundhig conference or' the National Federa
tion for Constitutional Liberties, · as shown 
in the· printed program, Call to a Conference; 
page 2, .Tune 7, 1940. 

The Attorney General cited , the Confer
ence on Constitutional Liberties iri America 
as a conference as a ' result of which . was 
established the Nationat Federation for Con
stitutlonai Liberties, "part of what Lenin 
called the solar system of organizations, 
ostensibly having no connection with the 
Communis.t Party, by which CommunistS at
tempt to create sympathizers and supporters 
of their program" (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 
yol. 88, pt. 6, p ., 744~). .The sj)ecial .com
mitt_ee on Un-Ameriean Activities, in its re
port o~ March, 29, 1944 (P'· 102), cited the 
conference as "an important·part of the- solar 
system of the c_ommunist Party's front or
ganizations.''- , 

The program and call to a national con-
. ference of the American Commi.ttee for Pro

tection of Foreign Born, held in Cleveland, 
Ohio, October 25' and 26, 1947, listed · Earl B. 
Dickerson as one of the sponsors -of the con
ference; he was one of the sponsors of the 
sixth I?-ational conference, w;hich was_ held in 
Cleveland~ M;ay 9. and 10, 1942, as shqwn in a. 
leaflet of the conference, page 4. In the lat
ter source, Mr. pickersop. was iden~ifled as a 
member of the President's Committee on 
Fair Employment Practices. Earl Dickerson 
:was a. sponsor of the .America:n Committee 
for Protection of Foreign Born as shown by a. 
1950 letterhead, an undated letterhead (re
ceived for files, July 11, 1950), an undated 
letterhead· (distributing a speech of Abner 
Green at the conference, of the American 
Committee for Protection of the Foreign 
Born of December 2-3, 1950}, and a letter
head of the: Miowest Committee for Protec
tion of Foreign -Born (April 30-, 1951). Mr. 
Dickerson, identified as president of the Chi-:o 
cago Urban League, was a sponsor of a din
ner given by the· Midwest Committee for the 
Protection of Foreign· Born for Pearl Hart 
(Daily Worker, Apr. 6, 1950, p. 4). A letter
head of the sixth annual conference of the 
Mi.dwest Committee for . the Protection , of 
the Foreign Born dateci May 16, 1954, Chi· 
eago, list~d EarLB.. Dickerson as_ a sponsor. 

The Attorney General cited the American 
Committee for Protection of Foreign Born 
as subvers1ve and Communist in letters re
.leased June 1 and September-21~ 1948; re.des
ignated April 2'l, 1953, and included on the 
April 1, 1954, consolidated list. The Special 
.Commi.ttee on Un-American Activities in its 
.report of March 29, 1944 (p. 155),, cited th~ 
American Committee tor Protection of For
eign Born as "one of . the oldest auxiliaries 
of the Communist. Party ' 1n the Unlted 
.States." -
, In 1942. :Prarl B. Dickerson was a patron of 
.the Congress o.t American-Soviet Friendship, 
.as shown on a letterhead of the. congress, 
'dated October 27, 1942; he was named in 
.soviet Russia.- Today (Decemb~ . i942 issue, 
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p. 42) as one of the sponsors of the Congress 
of American-Soviet Friendship; the call to 
the Congress of American-Soviet Friendship, 
November 6-8, 1943, listed Earl B. Dickerson
among the sponsors. He signed a statement 
of the National Council of American-Soviet 
Friendship, praising Wallace's open letter to 
Stalin, May 1948, as shown in a pamphlet, 
How To End the Cold ·War and · Build the 
Peace, page 9. H~ was identified in the las·t
named source as an attorney at law, Chicago. 
A photostatic copy of a letterhead of the 
Chicago Council of American-Soviet Friend
ship dated September 17, 1951, listed Earl 
B. Dickerson as a sponsor of that group. A 
photostat of a letter of the national council 
dated March 19, 1952, listed Mr. Dickerson as 
a sponsor. 

The Attorney General cited the National 
Council of American-Soviet Friendship as 
subversive and Communist in letters released 
December 4, 1947, and September 21, 1948; 
redesignated April 27, 1953, arid included on 
the April 1, 1954, consolidated list. The 
Special Committee on Un-American Activi
ties, in its report of March 29, 1944, (p. 156), 
cited the National Council as "in recent 
months, the Communist Party's principal 
front for all things Rusian." 

The Daily Worker of October 21, 1942 
(p. 1), named Earl B. Dickerson among the 
list of members of the National Emergency 
Committee To Stop Lynching. He signed 
an appeal to lift the Spanish embargo, which 
appeal was made by the Negro People's Com;. 
mittee to Aid Spanish Democracy, according 
to the Daily Worker of February 8, 1939 
(p. 2). He contributed to the Jue 22, 1943, 
issue of New Masses (p. 9). He signed ape
tition of the Citizens' Committee to Free 
Earl Browder, as shown in an official leaflet 
of the organization. 

The National Emergency Committee To 
Stop Lynching was cited by the Special Com
mittee on Un-American Activities as a Negro 
Communist-front organization, whose secre
tary was Ferdinand C. Smith, high in the 
circles of the Communist Party (report, 
March 29, 1944, p. 180). 

The Special Committee on Un-American 
Activities, in its report of March 29, 1944 
(p. 180), cited the Negro People's Committee 
To Aid Spanish Democracy as a Communist-
front organization; · · 

New Masses was cited as a Communis·t 
periodical by the Attorney General (CON
GRESSIONAL RECORD, vol. 88, pt. 6, p. 7447), 
and the Special Committee on Un-American 
Activities (report, Mat. 29, 1955, pp. 48 and 
75). • 

The Citizens' Committee To Free Earl 
Browder was cited -as Communist by the 
Attorney General in a letter dated April 27, 
1949; redesignated April 27, 1953, and in
cluded on the April 1, 1954, consolidated list. 
The organization was cited previously by the 
Attorney General as a Communist organ·
ization (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, vol. 88, pt. 6, 
p. 7446). The Special Committee on Un
American Activities, in its report of March 
29, 1944 (pp. 6 and 55), cited the Citizens' 
Committee ·To Free Earl Browder as 
follows: When Earl Browder (then general 
secretary, Communist Party) was in Atlanta 
Penitentiary serving a sent ence involving 
his fraudulent passports, the Communist 
Party's front which agitated for his release 
was known as the Citizens' Committee To 
Free Earl Browder. 

An open letter demanding discharge of 
Communist Party defendants in Fulton and 
Livingston Counties contained the name of 
Earl B. Dickerson in the list of persons who 
signed according to the Daily Worker of Sep
t ember 24, 1940, page 5. He was attorney 
for Eugene Dennis, general secretary, Com
munist Party, as shown in the Daily Wor-ker 
of November 19, 1947, page 7, being identi
fied in this source as a former member of 
t h e city council, Chicago. Reference to Earl 
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Dickerson as attorney for Eugene Dennis 
appears in the Worker, November 30, 1947, 
page 4; the Daily Worker of January 15, 1948, 
page 5; and the Daily Worker of October 27, 
1948, page 10, in which source he is identified 
as a Negro leader, of Chicago. 

Earl B. Dickersoh was a sponsor . of the. 
American Peace Crusade, Illinois assembly, 
as shown by a letterhead dated April 12, 
1951, the Illinois Peace Crusade, May 1951 
(p. 4), and a photostat of a letterhead dated 
June 21, 1952. He was a sponsor of the 
American People's Congress and Exposition 
for Peace, held by the American Peace Cru
sade in Chicago, Ill., June 29, .30, and July 
l, 1951, as shown by a leaflet, An Invitation 
to American Labor To Participate in a Peace 
Congress, the Call to the American People's 
Congress, and the leaflet, American People's 
Congress • • • Invites You To Participate in 
a National P.eace Competition, June 29, 1951, 
Chicago, Ill. He was a sponsor of a contest 
held by the American Peace Crusade for 
~ongs, essays, and paintings advancing the 
theme of world peace as reported in the 
i;:>aily Worker, . May 1, 1951 (p. 11). . 

The Attorney General included the Ameri
can Peace Crusade on his January 22, 1954: 
list of organizations designated pursuant to 
'.Executive Order No. 10450, and on the April 
1, 1954, consolidated list. The Committee on 
Un-American Activities, in its statement 
issued on the March of Treason, February 
19, 1951, and report on the Communist Peace 
Offensive April 1, 1951 (p. 51), cited the 
American Peace <A-usade as an organization 
which the Communists established as a new 
instrument for their peace offensive in the 
United States and which was heralded by 
the Daily Worker with the usual bold head
lines reserved for projects ln line with the 
'Communist objectives. 

Masses and Mainstream for February 1952 
(pp. 52-56) listed Earl B. Dickerson as co
author of an amici curiae brief to the Su
preme Court supporting an appeal for a re
hearing of its decision upholding the Smith 
Act, dated September 27, 1951. 

According to the April 30, 1950, issue of the 
Worker (p. 15), Earl B. Dickerson was a 
sponsor of the Midcentury Conference for 
·Peace, cited by the Committee on Un-Ameri
can Activities as a meeting held in Chicago, 
"May 29 and 30, 1950, by the Committee for 
Peaceful Alternatives to the Atlantic Pact 
and as having been "aimed at assembling as 
many gullible persons as possible under Com
·munist direction and turning them into a 
vas.t sounding board for Communis~ propa
ganda" (report on Communist peace of
fensive, April 1, 1951, p. 58). 
· Earl B. Dickerson was a sponsor of the 
N ational Committee To Defeat the Mundt 
:bill as hown by the pamphlet, Hey, Brother, 
.There's a Law Against You (p. 2); a release 
of June 15, 1949 (p. 2), and a photostat of a 
letterheatl dated May 5, 1950. He signed a 
.statement of the organization according to 
the Daily Worker of April 3, 1950 (p. 4). 

The Committee on Un-American Activities, 
·1n its report on the National Committee To 
Defeat the Mundt Bill, December 7, 1950, 
cited the organization as "a registered lob
bying organization which has carried out 
the objectives of the Communist Party in itS 
fight against antisubversive legislation." 

Earl B. Dickerson signed a letter defending 
"the 12 Communist leaders, as shown on a let
terhead, dated January 7, 1949; he later 

· sign ed a statement asking for the release of 
the Communist leaders, as shown in the Daily 
Worker of November 8, 1949 (p. 6). He 
signed a brief on behalf of the attorneys who 
represented the Communist leaders, as shown 
in the Daily Worker of November 2, 1949 

· (p. 2); he signed a statement on behalf of 
the attorneys, as shown in the Daily Worker 
of December 7, 1949 (p. 5); he represented 
the attorneys who represented the 11 Com
munist leaders, accor ding to the Daily Work
er of J anu ary 24, 1950 (p. 3). 

FEBRUARY 13, 1956. 
Subject: Benjamin E. Mays, national board 

of directors, NAACP, 1954. 
The public records, files, and publications 

of this committee contain the following 
information concerning the subject indi
vidual. This report should not be con
stru~d as representing the results of aµ in.
vestigation by or findings of this committeer 
It should be noted that the individual is not 
necessarily a Communist, a Communist sym
pathizer, or a fellow-traveler unless other
wise indicated. 

The Daily Worker, March 4, 1948 (p. 2), 
named Benjamin E. Mays as one of the sign
ers of a letter in behalf of Communist de
portation cases, which was sponsored by the_ 
American Committee for Protection of For
eign Born. A letterhead of the group con
tained his name as one of the sponsors 
(letterhead December 11 and 12, 1948). 

The Attorney General of the United States 
cited the American Committee for Protection 
of Foreign Born a.s subversive and Commu
nist in letters furnished the Loyalty Review 
Board and released to the press by the United 
States Civil Service Commission June 1 and 
September 21, 1948. The group was redes_. 
ignated by the Attorney General April 29, 
1953, pursuant to Executive Order No. 10450. 
The Speclal Committee on Un-American Ac· 
tivities, in its report of March 29, 1944 (p. 
155), cited the committee as "one of the old
est auxiliaries of the Communist Party in 
the United States." 

Benjamin E. Mays, president, Morehouse 
College, was a member of the initiating com
mittee for a Congress on Civil Rights which 
was held in Detroit, April 27 and 28,. 1946. 
(See, Urgent Summons to a Congress on 
Civil Rights.) He was an honorary national 
chairman of the Civil Rights Congress, New 
York, as shown by an undated letterhead 
concerning a conference held October 11, 
1947. He signed a call for a national confer
ence of the Civil Rights Congress to be held 
in Chicago (Pally Worker, Oct. 21, 1947, p. 5). 

The Civil Rights Congress was cited as 
,subversive and Communist by the Attorney 
General in letters released December 4, 1947. 
and September 21, 1948. The group was re
designated pursuant to Executive Order No. 
10450. The Committee on Un-American Ac
_tivities, in its report of September 2, 1947 
(pp. 2 and 19), cited the Civil Rights Con
gress as an organization formed in April 
.1946 as a merger of two other Communist
front organizations (International Labor 
Defense and the National Federation for 
Constitutional Liberities); "dedicated not to 
the broader issues of civil liberties, but spe
.cifically to the defense of individual Com~ 
munists and the Communist Party" and 
"controlled by individuals who are either 
members of the Communist Party or openly 
loyal to it." 

-Dr. Benjamin E. Mays, president, More
house College, · Atlanta, Ga., signed a state
ment by the National Council of American
Soviet Friendship in praise of Wallace's open 
letter to Stalin, May 1948 (pamphlet, How 
To End the Cold War and Build the Peace, 
p. 9). A leaflet, "End the Cold War-Get 
Together for Peace." (December 1948) 
n amed Benjamin E. Mays as one of the 
signers of the National Council's appeal to 
the United States Government to end the 
cold war and arrange a conference with the 
Soviet Union. .He was a member of the 
Sponsoring Committee of the National Coun
cil of American-Soviet Friendship, Commit
tee on Education, as shown by a bulletin of 

· the group, dated June 1945 (p. 22). 
The National Council of American-Soviet 

Friendship was cited as subversive and Com-
. munist by the Attorney General in letters 
released December 4, 1947, and September 21, 
1948. The group was redesignated pursuant 
to Executive Order No. 10450. The special 
Committ ee on Un-American Activities, in its 
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report of March 29, 1944 (p. 156), cited the 
National Council of American-Soviet .Friend
ship as "in recent months, the Communist 
Party's principal front for all things Rus
sian. • • •" 

Dr. Mays signed an open letter sponsored 
by the National Federation for Constitutional 
Liberties denouncing United States Attorney 
General Biddle's charges against Harry 
Bridges (Daily Worker, July 19, 1942, p. 4); 
booklet, "600 Prominent Americans," p. 25). 
He also signed a statement sponsored by 
this organization hailing the War Depart
ment's order on commissions for the Com
munists, as shown by the Daily Worker, 
March 18, 1945 (p. 2). · 

The National Federation for Constitutional 
Liberties was · cited as subversive and Com
munist by the Attorney General in letters 
released December 4, 1947, and September 21, 
1948. The group was redesignated pursuant 
to Executive Order No. 10450. The group 
was cited previously by the Attorney General 
as "part of what Lenin called the solar sys
tem of organizations, ostensibly having no 
connection with the Communist Party, by · 
which Communists attempt to create sym
pathizers and supporters of their program" 
(CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, vol. 88, pt. 6, p. 
7446). The special committee, in ·its re
port of March 29, 1944 (p. 50), cited the 
federation as one of the viciously subversive 
organizations of the Communist Party. The 
Committee on Un-American Activities, in its 
report on September 2, 1947 (p. 3), cited 
the federation as among a maze of organi
zations which were spawned for the alleged 
purpose of defending civil liberties in gen
eral but actually intended to protect Com
munist subverison from any penalties under 
the law. 

Letterheads, dated June 12, 1947, and Au
gust 11, 1947, of the Southern Negro Youth 
Congres, list Dr. Mays as a member of the 
advisory board. A leaflet of the organization 
(exhibit 46, public hearings, · July 22, 1947, 
Steele) also contained-the name of Dr. Ben
jamin Mays. 

· The Southern Negro Yout~ Congress was 
cited as subversive and a~ong the affiliates 
and committees of the · Comn;mnist ·Party, 
U. S. A., which seeks· to alter the form of 
government -of the United states by un
constitutional means by the Attorney Gen
eral in a letter released December 4, 1947. 
The group yias redesignated pursuant to 
Executive Order No. 10450. The special com
mittee, in its report of January 3, 1940 (p. 9), 
cited the organization as a Communist front. 
The Committee on Un-American Activities, 
in its report of April 17, 1947· (p. 14), cited 
the Southern Negro Youth Congress as sur
reptitiously controlled by the Young Com
munist League. 

The Daily Worker, April 27, 1947 (p. 24), 
reported that Dr. Benjamin E. Mays, Geor
gia, sig-ned a statement against the ban on 
the Communist Party. He sign.ed a state
ment against the North Atlantic Pact, ac
cording to the Daily Worker of June 28, 1949 
(p. 2). He ·spoke at a conference on "Jim 
Crow in th:e Nation's Capital" (Daily Worker, 
December 21, 1950, p. 8). 

0cTOBER 25, 1955. 
Subject: A. T. Walden, national legal com

mittee, NAACP, 1954. 
The public records, files, and publications 

of this committee contain the following in
formation concerning the subject individ
ual. This report should not be construed 
as representing the results of an investiga
tion by or findings of this committee. It 
should be noted that the individual is not 
necessarily a Communist, a Communist sym
pathizer, or a fellow traveler unless other
wise indicated. 

The Daily Worker of October 7, 1952 (p. 8), 
reported that A. T. Walden, Georgia, was to 
lead the National Lawyers Guild workshop 
discussions at a national conference on civil 

rights, legislation, and discrimination, New 
York City, October 10, 11, and 12. 

The special Committee on Un-American 
Activities, in its report of March 29, 1944 (p. 
149), cited the National Lawyers Guild as a 
Communist-front organization. The Com-. 
mittee on Un-American Activities, in its re
port on the National Lawyers Guild, Septem
ber 17, 1950, cited the group as a Commu
nist front which is the foremost legal bul
wark of the Communist Party, its front or
ganizations and controlled unions and which 
since its inception has never failed to rally 
to the legal defense of the Communist Party 
and individual members thereof, including 
known espionage agents. 

A mimeographed letter addressed to the 
House of Representatives, May 12, 1948, in
cluded a list of signers opposing the ·Mundt 
anti-Communist bill. Austin T. Walden, 
Georgia, was one of those signers. 

0cTOBER 25, 1955. 
Subject: Arthur D. Shores, national legal 

committee, NAACP, 1954. 
The public records, files, and publications, 

of this committee contain the following in
formation concerning the subject individual. 
This report should not be construed as repre
senting the results of an investigation by or 
findings of this committee. ' It should be 
noted that the individual is not necessarily 
a Communist, a Commpnist sympathizer; or 
a fellow traveler unless otherwise indicated. 

According to ietterheads of the Southern 
Negro Youth Congress, dated June 12 and 
August 11, 1947, Arthur D. Shores was a mem
ber of the advisory board of this o'rgailiza
tion. A page from an undated leafl~t of the 
organization also listed Mr. Shores as a mem
ber of the advisory board . . Arthur Shores, 
Negro attorney, was associated with Nesbitt 
Elmore in the defense of Senator Glen H. 
Taylor, of Id·aho, who was fined .$50 and 
ordered a 180-day suspended jail se:p.tence 
for defying Birmingham's s~gregation · laws 
at a meeting of the Southern Negro Youth. 
Congress in Alabama (Daily Worker, May 6, 
1948, p. 4). 

The Southern Negro Youth Congress was 
cited by the Committee on Un-American Ac
tivities as "surreptitiously controlled" by the 
Young Communist loeague {report 271, Apr. 
17,. 1947, p. 14). The special Committee on 
Un-American Activities, in its report dated 
January 3, 1940, page 9, cited the Congress 
as a Communist front. The Attorney Gen
eral of the United States cited the Southern 
Negro Youth Congress as subversive and 
among the affiliates and committees of the 
Communist Part:}", United States of America, 
which seeks to .alter the form of Government 
of the United States by unconstitutional 
means (letter furnished the Loyalty Review 
Board, released to the press by the United 
States Civil Service Commission, Dec. 4, 
1947); the Attorney General redesignated 
the Congress pursuant to Executive Order 
No. 10450 of April 27, 1953, and included it 
on the April l, ·1954, consolidated list of or
ganizations previously designated. 

Arthur D. Shores, prominent Negro attor
ney, told the Daily Worker that "outlawing 
the Communist Party would 'pave the way 
for a one-party dictatorship ill this country'·" 
(Daily Worker, March 19, 1947, p. 5). 

The Worker for December 14, 1947 (p. 8, 
southern edition), reported that Arthur 
Shores, identified as a leading Negro civil
rights lawyer, was assisting in the case of 
Mrs. Ruby Jackson Gainor, "outstanding 
Negro teacher fired by the Jefferson County 
Board of Education. • • • Mrs. Jackson is 
the leading petitioner in contempt-of-court 
proceedings against the board for its refusal 
to equalize salaries of Negro teachers in 
accord with a Federal court decree • • •." 
The article; which identified Mrs. Gainor as 
president of the Birmingham teachers' local 
of the United Public Workers, also reported: 
"The outcome of Mrs. Gainor's case has be-

come the keystone of the fight . of a.11 the 
Negro teachers in Jefferson County for equal 
pay. The Vnited Public Workers nationally 
is suppor~ing the fight • • • ." 

It is noted that the United Public Workers 
of America was formed in 1946 by a merger of 
the State, C~unty, and Municipal Workers 
of America and the United Federal Workers 
of America. Both of these unions were cited 
by the Special Committee on un.:American 
Activit~s in its report of March 29, 1944 
(pp. 18 and 19), as among the CIO unions 
in which the committee found Communist 
leadership strongly entrenched. The Con
gres_s of Industrial Organizations, by vote of 
the executive board, February 15, 1950, ex
pelled the United Public Workers of America, 
effective March 1, 1950, on charges of Com-

. munist domination (press release, 12th CIO 
convention, November 20-24, 1950). · 

0cTOBER 13, 1955. 
Subject: Lloyd Garrison, chairman, national 

legal committee, · NAACP, 1954. 
The public records, files, and publications 

of this committee contain the following in
formation concerning the subject individual. 
This report should not be construed as rep
resenting the results of an investigation by 
or findings of this committee. It should be 
noted that the individual is not necessarily a 
Communist, a Communist sympathizer, or a 
fellow traveler unless otherwise indicated. 

Lloyd K. Garrison was a member of the 
National Committee of the International Ju
ridical Association according to a letterhead 
of the organization dated May 18, 1942, and 
the leaflet, "What· is the I. J. A.?" Lloyd K. 

·Garrison, dean, University of Wisconsin Law 
School, commended the International Jurid• 
ical Association bulletin in that pamphlet. 

The special Committee on Un-American 
Activities, in its report dated March 29 1944 
(p. 149), cited the International· Juridical 
ASsociatiOn as a "Communist fr.ont and off
·shoot of the International Labor Defense." 
The Committee on Un-American Activities, 
in its report on the National Lawyers Guild, 
September 17~ 1950 (p. 12), cited the Inter
national Juridical Association· as an organi- ' 
zation which "actively defended Communists 
and consist~ntly followed the Communist 
Party line." 

The Daily Worker for March 18,.1945 (p. 2), 
and an undated leaflet, "The only sound pol
icy for a Democracy," listed Lloyd K. Garri
son, National War Labor Board, as one of the 
signers. of a statement sponsored by the Na
tional Federation for Constitutional Liber-

. ties hailing the War Department •rder on 
coinmissions for the Communists. A photo
graph of Mr. Garrison is found in the Daily 
Worker reference. 

The Attorn~y General of the U~ited States 
cited the . National Federation for Constitu
tional Liberties as subversive and Communist 
in letters to the Loyalty . Review Board, re
leased December 4, 1947, and September 21, 
1948. The Attorney General redesignated the 
organization April ·27, 1953, pursuant to Ex
ecutive Order No. 10450, and included it . on 
the April 1, 1954, consolidated list of organi
zations previously designated. The organi
zation was cited previously by the Attorney 
General as "part of what Lenin called the 
solar system ()f organizations, ostensibly hav
ing no connection with the Communist Party, 
by which Communists attempt to create 
sympathizers and supporters of their pro
gram • • • .. (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, vol. 
88, pt. 6, p. 7446). The Special Commit
tee on Un-American Activities, in its re
port on March 29, 1944 (p. 50), cited the Na
tional Federation for Constitutional Liber
ties as "one of the viciously subversive or
ganizations of the Communist Party." The 
Committee on Un-American Activities, in its 
report of September 2, 1947 (p. 3), cited the 
National Federation for Constitutional Liber
ties as among a "maze of organizations" 
which were "spawned for the alleged purpose 

• 
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of defending civil liberties in general but ac
tually intended to prot~ct Comi:nunist sub
version from any penaltles under the law." 

Lloyd K. Garrison, Madison, Wis., former 
Chairman of NLRB, was listed as a member 
of the Committee on Legal Research and Le
gal Education of the National Lawyers Guild 
and his book was reviewed in the newsletter 
of the National Lawyers Guide, July 1937 
(pp. 2- 3). Convention News, May 1941 (pp. 
3 and 4), published by the National Lawyers 
Guild for the fifth annual convention, listed 
Lloyd K. Garrison as a member of the con-. 
vention nominations committee of the fifth 
annual convention, Book-Cadillac Hotel, 
Detroit, Mich., May 29 to June l, 1941. 

The special Committee on Un-American 
Activities, in its report of March 29, 1944 
(p. 149), cited the National Lawyers Guild 
as a Communist-front organization. The 
Committee on Un-American Activities, in its 
report on the National Lawyers Guild, Sep
tember 17, 1950, cited the organization as a 
Communist front which "is the foremost 
legal bulwark of the Comm.uni.st Party, its 
front organizations, and controlled unions" 
and which "since its inception has . never 
failed to rally to the legal defense of the 
Communist Party and individual members 
thereof, including known espionage agents.'. ' 

The pamphlet of the Second National Negro 
Congress, October 1937, .listed Lloyd Garrison 
as one of those who sent greetings to the 
congress. . 

"The Communist-front movement in the 
United States among Negroes 'ts known as 
the National Negro Congress. • • . •. The of
ficers of the National Negro Congress are out
spoken Communist sympathizers, and a ma
jority of those on the executive board are 
outright Communists" (Special Committee 
on Un-American Activities, report, January 
3, 1939, p. 81; also cited in reports, January 3, 
1940, p. 9; June 25, 1942, p. 20; and March 
29, 1944, p. 180). The.Attorney General cited 
the National Negro Congress as subversive 
and Communist in letters released December 
4, 1947, and September 21, 1948; redesignated 
April 27, 1953, and included on the April 1, 
1954, consolidated list. The Attorney Gen
eral cited the organlzation previously as a 
Communist-front organlzation as shown by 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, volume 88, part 6, 
page 7447. 

The Daily Worker for February 23, 1939 (p. 
3) reported that Lloyd Garrlson spoke at a 
conference of the Wisconsin Conference on 
Social Legislation, Madison, Wis., February 
18, 1939. The Attorney General cited · the 
Wisconsin Conference on Social Legislation 
as subversive and Communist in' letters re
leased June 1 and September 21, · 1948; re
designated April 27, 1953, and included on 
the April 1, 1954, consolidated list. 

OCTOBER 25, 1955. 
Subject: Sidney A. Jones, national legal com

mittee, NAACP, 1954. 
The public records, files, and publications 

of this committee contain the following in
formation concerning the subject individ
ual; This report should not be construed 
as representing the results of an investiga
tion by or findings of this committee. It 
should be noted that the individual is not 
necessarily a Communist, a Communist sym
pathizer, or a fellow traveler unless other
wise indicated. 

Sidney A. Jones, attorney, was an endorser 
of the National Negro Congress as shown 
on the call for National Negro Congress, in 
Chicago, Ill., February 14, 1936. 

The Attorney General of the United States 
cited the National Negro Congress as sub
versive and Communist in letters to the 
Loyalty Review Board, relea'5ed December 4, 
1947, and September 21, 1948; redesignated 
April 27, 1953, pursuant to Executive Order 
No. 10450, and included on the April 1, 
1954, consolidated list of organizations pre
viously designated. The organization was 

cited previously by the Attorney General 
(CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, vol. 88, pt. 6, pp. 
7746-7747). The Special Committee on 
U:n-American Activities, in its report of 
January 3, 1939 (p. 81), cited the National 
Negro Congress as "The Communist-front 
movement in the United States among Ne
groes: • • *" 

It was reported in the Daily People's World 
of December 2, 1947 (p. 4), that Sidney A. 
Jones, Jr., was vice president of the Chicago 
chapter of the National Lawyers Guild, and 
was further identified as being associated 
with the National Association for Advance
ment of Colored People, Urban League, Chi
cago. Mr. Jones was shown as an executive 
board member of the National Lawyers Guild 
from Chicago as of December 1949 and May 
1950 in the Committee on Un-American Ac
tivities' report on the National Lawyers 
Guild September 17, 1950 (pp. 18-19). · 

The Special Committee on Un-American 
Activities, in its report of March 29, 1944 
(p. 149), cited the National Lawyers Guild 
as a Communist-front organization. The 
Committee on Un-American Activities, in 
its report on the National Lawyers Guild, 
September 17, 1950, cited the group as a 
Communist front which "is the foremost 
legal bulwark of the Communist Party, its 
front organizations, and controlled unions" 
and which "since its inception has never 
failed to rally to the legal defense of the 
Communist Party and individual members 
thereof, including known espionage agents." 

The Daily Worker of April 3, 1950 (p. 4), 
listed Sidney A. Jones, attorney, Chicago, Ill., 
as one who signed a statement of the Na
tional Committee to Defeat the Mundt Bill. 
A photostat of a letterhead of the National 
Committee to Defeat the Mundt Bill (Chi
cago chapter), dated May 5, 1950, listed Sid
ney A. Jones as a Chicago sponsor of the 
organization. 

The Committee on Un-American Activi
ties, in its report on the National Commit
tee to Defeat the Mundt Bill, December 7, 
1950, cited the organization as "a registered 
lobbying organization which has carried out 
the objectives of the Communist Party in 
its fight against antisubversive legislation." 

Sidney Jones, vice president of the Nation
al Association for Advancement of Colored 
People, sent greetings to Paul Robeson ac
cording to the Daily Worker of April 29, 1947 
(p. 12). He signed Labor Day greetings to the 
Daily People's World, which appeared in the 
August 29, 1947 (p. 4), issue of that paper; 
signed Statement by Negro Americans, in be
half of arrested Communist leaders (the 
Worker of August 29, 1948, p. 11); and he 
signed a statement on release of Communist 
leaders, and was identified as a Negro attor
ney in Chicago as noted in the Daily Worker 
of November 8, 1949 (p. ~). 

The Daily Worker of December 25, 1952 (p. 
8), listed Sidney Jones, attorney, Chicago, as 
a signer of an open letter to President Tru
man asking clemency for the Rosenbergs. 

OCTOBER 25, 1955. 
Subject: W. Robert Ming, Jr., national legal 

committee, NAACP, 1954. 
The public records, files, and publications 

cf this committee contain the following in
formation concerning the subject individual. 
This r eport should not be construed as repre
senting the results of an invest igation by or 
findings of this committee. It should be 
noted that the individual is not necessarily 
a; Communist, a Communist sympathizer, or 
a fellow-traveler unless otherwise indicated. 

An election campaign letter of the National 
Lawyers Guild, dated May 18, 1940, listed 
Robert W. Ming, Jr., as the c;:andidate for 
delegate to the national convention, Wash
ington, D. C., chapter. Robert Ming., Jr., 
Washington, D. C., was a member of the 
convention nominations committee, fifth 

· annual convention- ef ·the National Lawyers 

Gutld, Book-Cadillac Hotel, Detroit, Mich., 
May 29 to June 1, 1941. 

The Special Committee on Un-American 
Activities, in its report of March 29, 1944 
(p. 149), cited the National Lawyers Guild 
as a Communist-front organization. The 
Committee on Un-American Activities, in its 
report on the National Lawyers Guild, Sep
tember 17, 1950, cited the organization as a 
Communist front which "is the foremost 
legal bulwark of the Communist Party, its 
front organizations and controlled unions" 
and which "since its inception has never 
failed to rally to the legal defense of the 
Communist Party and individual members 
thereof, including known espionage agents." 

A 1941 membership list of the Washington 
Book Shop listed Robert W. Ming, Jr., How
ard University, Washington, D. C., as a 
member. 

The Attorney General of the United States 
cited the Washington Book Shop Association 
as subversive and Communist in letters to 
the Loyalty Review Board, released Decem
ber 4, 1947, and September 21, 1948; re
designated April 27, 1953, pursuant to Ex
ecutive Order No. 10450, and included on 
the April 1, 1954, consolidated list of organ
izations previously cited. The organization 
was cited previously by the Attorney Gen
eral as a Communist-front (CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD, vol. 88,'pt. 6, p. 7447). The Special 
Committee on Un-American Activities, in its 
report Of March 29, 1944 (p. 150), cited the 
Washington Book Shop Association as a 
Communist-front organization. 

0cTOBER 25, 1955. 
Subject: Arthur J. Mandell, national legal 

committee, NAACP, 1954. 
The public records, files, and publications 

of this committee contain the following 
information concerning the subject individ
ual. This report should not be construed as 
representing the resurts of an investigation 
by or findings of this committee. It should 
be noted that the individual ls not neces
sarily a Communist, a Communist sympa
thizer, or a fellow traveler unless otherwise 
indicated. 

The News Letter of the National Lawyers 
Guild, July 1937 (p. 2), named Arthur Man
dell, Houston, Tex., as a membe:r of :the 
Guild's committee on American citizenship, 
immigration, and naturalization; and a copy 
of the 1939 membership list of the National 
Lawyers Guild, made available to the special 
Committee on Un-American Activities by the 
organization, contained the name of Arthur 
Mandell, Shell Building, Houston, Tex. 

The National Lawyers Guild w.as cited as a 
Communist front by the special Committee 
on Un-American Activities (report, Mar. 
29, 1944, p. 149); and it was the subject of a 
separate report by the Committee on Un
American Activities (H. Rept. No. 3123, 
Sept. 21, 1950), wherein it was cited as 
a Communist front which "is the foremost 
legal bulwark of the Communist Party, its 
front organizations, and controlled unions" 
and which "since it s inception has never 
failed to rally to the legal defense of the 
Communist Party and individual members 
thereof, including known espionage agents." 

Arthur J. Mandell, attorney, Houston, 
Tex., was shown in the Call to the First Con
gress of the Mexican and Spanis.h American 
Peoples of the United States, March 24-26, 
1939, Albuquerque, N. Mex., as one of the 
signers of that Call. The Congress of the 
Mexican and Spanlsh American Peoples • • * 
was cited as a Communist front by the spe
cial Committee on Un-American Activities 
(report, Mar. 29, -1944, p. 120). 

A leaflet, attached to an undated letterhead 
of the National Federation for Constitutional 
Liberties, named Arthur J. Mandell, attorney, 
Houston, Tex., as a signer of the organlza
tion 's January 1943 message to the House of 
Representatives. The National Federation 
for Constitutional Liberties has been cited 

r 
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as being subversive and Communist (At
torney General letters released December 4, 
1947, and September 21, 1948: also re
designated by the Attorney General pursuant 
to Executive Order 10450, see consolidated 
list, April l, 1954); as "part of what Lenin 
called the solar system of organizations, 
ostensibly having no connection with the 
Communist Party, by which Communists at
tempt to create sympathizers and support
ers of their program" (Attorney General, 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, vol. 88, pt-. 6, p. 
7446); as "one of the viciously subversive or
ganizations of the Communist Party" (special 
Committee on Un-American Activities, re
port, Mar. 29, 1944, p. 50; also cited in re
ports, June 25, 1942, an~ Jan. 2, 1943) ; and 
as being among a "maze of organizations" 
which were "spawned for the alleged puq~ose 
of defending civil liberties in general but 
actually intended -to protect Communist sub
version from any penalties under the law" 
(Committee on Un-American Activities, re
port, Sept. 2, 1947,p.3). 

Arthur Mandell was a member of the reso
lutions committee at the Congress on Civil 
Rights in Detroit, Mich., April 27-28, 1946, 
as shown by a mimeographed release issued 
by the congress; and Arthur J. Mandell, 
Houston, was· listed as a sponsor of the Na
tional Conference of the Civil Rights Con
gress in Chicago, November 21-23, 1947, in 
the printed program, Let Freedom Ring. The 
Civil Rights Congress has been cited as a 
subversive and Communist organization by 
the Attorney General (letters released De
cember 4, 1947, and September 21, 1948; also 
redesignated, see consolidated list, April 1, 
1954); and, as an organization formed in 
April 1946 by merger of two other Commu
nist-front organizations (International Labor 
Defense and the National Federation for Con
stitutional Liberties), "dedicated. not to the 
broader issues of civil liberties, but specifi
cally to the defense of individual Commu
nists and the Communist Party," and "con
trolled by individuals who are either mem
bers of the Communist Party or openly loyal 
to it" (Committee on Un-American Activi
ties, House Report No. 1115, Sept. 2, 1947, pp. 
2and19). 

0cTOBER 26, 1955. 
Subject: Robert W. Kenny, national legal 

committee, NAACP, 1954. 
The public records, files, and publications 

of this committee contain the following in
formation concerning the subject individ
ual. This report should not be construed 
as representing the results of an investiga
tion by or findings of this committee. It 
should be . noted that the individual is not 
necessarily a Communist, a Communist 
sympathizer, or a fellow traveler unless 
otherwise indicated. 

Reference to Robert W. Kenny ls found in 
the appendix to this committee's public 
hearings regarding communism in the 
United States Government, part 2, Septem
ber 1950 (pp. 2991-2992), as follows: 

"Robert W. Kenny: Kenny, attorney gen
eral of State of California during the years 
1943-47 and president of the National 
Lawyers Guild during the years 1940-48, has 
been associated with the defense of a num
ber of Communist cases. He was also one 
of the attorneys. for the Hollywood 10. He 
sent greetings to the Biennial National 
Conference of the International Labor De
fense held April 4-6, 1941; this organiza
tion was cited by the former Attorney Gen
eral Francis Biddle as the 'legal arm of the 
Communist Party.' 

"The American Committee for Protection 
of Foreign Born has specialized in the legal 
defense of foreign-born Communists such 
as Gerhard Eisler. Kenny was a sponsor 
of its national conference held in Ohio on 
October ·2&-26, 1947, and again in 1950. He 
spoke in behalf of Communists held for de
portation, according to the Daily People's 

World, Communist publication, dated Mar·ch 
8, 1948. 

a Communist, a Communist sympathizer, or a 
fellow-traveler unless otherwise indicated. 

"On repeated occasions, Mr. Kenny has 
attacked the trial of the 11 Communist 
leaders convicted for teaching and advocat
ing the overthrow of · the Government of 
the United States by force and violence·, 
particularly as reported by the Daily Peo
ple's World of July 22, 1948, and the Worker 
of October 30, 1949. 

One Loren Miller, 
0

837 East 24th Street, Los 
Angeles, Calif., was a signer of Communist 
Party election petition No. 120 in California 
in 1932. 

An article entitled "Why I Will Vote 'Red'" 
written by Loren Miller appeared in the Daily 
Worker of July 11, 1932 (p. 4). In a note 
which accompanies this article, the follow
ing information is given concerning the 
author: "Loren Miller, until recently city 

"He signed a statement in behalf of ar
rested leaders of the Communist Party of 
Los Angeles, fl,CCording to the Daily Worker 
of October 19, 1949, and the Daily People's 
World of November 7, 1949. Statements op
posing the outlawing or restricting of the 
Communist Party have been signed by Rob
ert W. Kenny and have appeared frequently 
in the Communist press. Mr. Kenny has op;. 
posed Government loyalty procedures on var
ious occasions. 

_editor of the California Eagle, Los Angeles, 
Calif., largest and oldest of western Negro 
newspapers, is now en route to the Soviet 
Union." · Excerpts from this article follow: 

"On the eve of the 1947 May Day celebra
tion, Pravda, the otficial newspaper of the 
Communist Party of the Soviet Union, hailed 
Robert w. Kenny as a 'friend of the Soviet 
Union in the United States.' Another Com
munist government, namely. that of China, 
selected Mr. Kenny to defend its legal inter
ests, according to the Daily People's World 
of April 26, 1950 (p. 4). 

"Robert W. Kenny has a number of amlia
tions and associations with Communist
front organizations. These include the 
American Youth for Democracy (formerly 
known as the Young Communist League), 
the National Committee to Win the Peace, 
of which he was vice chairman, Civil Rights 
Congress, Joint Anti-Fascist Refugee Com
mittee, American Committee for Yugoslav 
Relief, Hollywood League for Democratic Ac
tion, California Labor School,. Lawyers Com
mittee on American Relations with Spain, 
Committee for a Democratic Far Eastern 
Policy, and the American Slav Congress." 

Subsequent to this committee's release 
which contained the above reference to Rob
ert W. Kenny, he had served as counsel for 
66 witnesses before this committee. 

OcroBER 25, 1955. 
Subject: Milton R. Konvitz, national legal 

committee, NAACP, 1954. 
The public records, files, and publications 

of this committee contain the following in
formation concerning the subject individual. 
This report should not be construed as repre
senting the results of an investigation by or 
findings of this committee. It should be 
noted that the individual is not necessarily 
a Communist, a Communist sympathizer, or 
a fellow traveler unless otherwise indicated. 

A membership list of the National Lawyers 
Guild contains the name of Milton Konvitz, 
74.4 Broad Street, Newark, N. J. (List in 
committee files.) The National Lawyers 
Guild was cited as a Communist-front organ
ization by the special Committee on Un. 
American Activities (report, Mar. 29, 1944, 
p. 149). The organization was cited as a 
Communist front which "is the foremost 
legal bulwark of the Communist Party, its 
front organizations, and controlled unions" 
and which "since its inception has never 
failed to rally to the legal defense Of the 
Communist Party and individual members 
thereof, including known espionage agents" 
(Committee on Un-American Activities, re
port . on the National Lawyers Guild, Sept. 
21, 1950). 

OCTOBER 25, 1955. 
Subject: Loren Miller, national legal com

mittee, NAACP, 1954. 
The public records, files, and publications 

of this committee contain the following in
formation concerning the subject individual. 
This report should not be construed as repre
senting the results of an investigation by or · 
findings of this committee. It should be 
noted that the individual is not necessarily 

"I regret very much that I will not be pres
ent to take an active part in the struggle 
that Negroes must wage to pile up a huge 
vote for William Z. Foster and James W. Ford, 
Communist candidates for President and 
Vice President. 

• • • • • 
"It must be evident to anybody who thinks 

through the things about which I have been 
talking that the Communist Party is our 
party. It is fighting our fights, warring 
against our enemies, struggling for our we1:.. 
fare. Commonsense dictates that we should 
support our party with every means at hand.'' 

Loren Miller wrote an article for the Daily 
Worker while he was traveling in the Sovie.t 
Union with a group of Negro writers, workers, 
etc., observing conditions. This article con- · 
cerned the equality of races in the Soviet 
Union and appeared in the Daily Worker of 
September 24, 1932 (p. 4). Mr. Miller com
pared racial equality in the Soviet Union 
and the United States, stated that the Com
munist Party in the United States was the 
only political party whic~ promised equality, 
and concluded as follows: 

"Only the communists with their straight
forward platform on relief for the por (sic) 
farmers and workers, their demand for self. 
determination for Negroes in the Black Belt, 
and with a Negro, James W. Ford, as nominee 
for the Vice Presidency deserve the vote of 
the Negroes of the United States. It is for 
these reasons that I wish to renew my plea 
to Negroes everywhere in the United States 
to vote Communist." . 

The Daily Worker ·of January 26, i948 
(p. 10), reported that Loren Miller, attorney, 
Los Angeles, defended Claudia Jones, Com
munist. He signed a statement opposing 
the Mundt anti-Communist bill as shown by 
the Daily People's World of May 12, 1948 
(p. 3). According to the Daily People's 
World of July 22, · 1948 (p: 3), Loren Miller, 
attorney, Los Angeles, attacked the arrest 
of the .communist Party leaders. 

In the Daily Worker of December 24, 1931 
(p. 3), Loren Miller was named as a reporter 
for the Worker. Reference to Loren Miller 
as a reporter for the Worker appeared in the 
Daily Worker of December 21, 1935 (p. 3). 
Loren Miller has been a contributor to the 
Daily Worker as shown in the issue of May 
4, 1938 (p. 7), as well as the two issues 
already cited. 

The Worker is the· Sunday edition of the 
Daily Worker, which was cited as "official 
Communist Party, U. S. A., organ" by the 
Committee on Un-American Activities in re
port 1920, dated May 11, 1948. The publica
tion was cited as "chief journalistic mouth
piece of the Communl.st Party" by the spe
cial Committee on Un-American Activities 
in report 1311 of March 29, 1944; it had pre
viously been cited as a Communist publica
tion in reports of the special Committee on 
Un-American Activities, dated January 3, 
1939, January 3, 1940, January 3, 1941, and 
June 25, 1942. 

Loren Miller was named as editor of New 
Masses in the issue of August 20, 1935 (p. 
5), and as associate editor in the issue of 
January 14, 1936 (p. 5). He was shown as 
contributing editor in the following issues 
of New Masses: June 2, 1936 (p. 5), January 
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5, 1937 (p. 22), May 11, 1937 (p. 9), Septem
ber 7, 1937 (p. 9), January 11, 1938 (p. 9), 
and September 20, 1938 (p. 14). He was a. 
contributor to New Masses, as shown in the 
issue of August 20, 1935 (p. ,26), and was 
named as a contributor to New Masses 1n the 
Daily Worker of April 3, 1936 (p. 3). 

New Masses was cited as a "Communist 
periodical" by the Attorney General of the 
United States (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, vol. 
88, pt. 6, p. 7447). It was cited as a. 
"national circulated weekly journal of the 
Communist Party by the special Committee 
on Un-American Activities in report 1311 of 
March 29, 1944. New Masses had been cited 
previously as a Communist publication in 
reports of the special Committee on Un
Amerian Activities, dated January 3, . 1939, 
and June 25, 1942. 

As shown by an undated letterhead of 
Book Union, Inc., Loren Miller was a mem
ber of its advisory council. The Special 
Committee on Un-American Activities, in 
report 1311 of March 29, 1944, cited Book 
Union as "distributors of Communist 
literature." 

According to a letterhead of August 24, 
1939, Loren Miller was a member of the 
Harry Bridges defense committee, southern 
division. 

In report 1311 of the special Committee 
on Un-American Activities, dated March 29, 
1944, the Harry Bridges defense committee 
was cited as one of the Communist fronts 
formed to oppose deportation of Harry 
Bridges, Communist Party member and 
leader of the San Francisco general strike 
of 1934 which was planned by the Commu
nist Party. 

As shown in the Call for the National 
Negro Congress held in Chicago, Ill., Feb
ruary 14, 1936, Loren ~mer, Los Angeles, 
Calif., was one of the endorsers of the Na
tional Negro Congress. 

"From the record of its activities and the 
composition of its (National Negro Congress) 
governing bodies, there can be little doubt 
that it has served as what James W. Ford, 
Communist Vice Presidential candidate 
elected to the executive committee in 1937, 
predicted: 'An important sector of the demo
cratic front,' sponsored and supported by 
the Communist Party" (Attorney General, 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, vol. 88, pt. 6, p. 7446) . 
The National Negro Congress was cited as a 
Communist front in reports of the Special 
Committee on Un-American Activities, dated 
January 3, 1939, January 3, 1940, June 25, 
1942, and March 29, 1944. The Attorney 
General cited the group as subversive and 
Communist in letters released December 4, 
1947, and September 21, 1948; redesignated 
April 27, 1953, and included on the April 1, 
1954, consolidated list. 

Loren Miller, author, was a signer of the 
open letter to American liberals, as shown 
in Soviet Russia Today, issue of March 1937 
(pp. 14-15). 

"In March 1937 a group of well-known 
Communists and Communist collaborators 
published an open letter bearing the title 
given above. The letter was a defense of 
the Moscow purge trials" (report of the spe
cial Committee on Un-American Activities, 
June 25, 1942) . 

As shown in the Proceedings of the Second 
United States Congress Against War and 
Fascism, held in Chicago, Ill., September 28, 
29, 30, 1934, under auspices of the American 
League Against War and Fascism, the report 
of the publications committee was presented 
by Loren Miller. (See public hearings, ap
pendix, vol. 10, p. 22.) 

"The American League Against War and 
Fascism was farmaUy organized at the First 
United States Congress Against War · and 
Fascism held in New York City, September 
29. to October .1, .1933.· • • • The program of 
the first c9ngress called for the end· of the 
Roos.evelt policies of imperialism and for 
the -suppol."t of the peace- policies of the So-

'Viet Union, for opposition to all attempts to 
weaken the Soviet Union. • • • Subsequent 
congresses in 1934 and 1936 reflected the 
same program" (Attorney General, CONGRES• 
SIONAL RECORD, vol. 88, pt. 6 p. 7442). 

The American League Against War and 
Fascism was "established in the . United 
States in an effort to create public senti
ment on behalf of a foreign policy adapted 
to the interests of the Soviet Union" (At
torney General, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, vol. 
88, pt. 6, p. 7442). The Attorney General 
cited the American League Against War 
and Fascism as subversive and Commu
nist in letters to the Loyalty Review Board, 
released December 4, 1947, and September 
21, 1948; redesignated April 27, 1953, and in
cluded on the April 1, 1954, consolidated list 
of organizations previously designated. The 
organization was cited by the special Com
mittee on Un-American Activities as a Com
munist front in reports of the special Com
mittee on Un-American Activities, dated 
January 3, 1939, January 3, 1940, June 25, 
1942, and March 29, 1944. 

In connection with the testimony of Har
per L. Knowles and Ray E. Nimmo before 
the special Committee on Un-American Ac
tivities on October 25, 1938, a brief relating 
to activities of the Communist Party among 
professional groups was presented and in
corporated in the record. In this brief 
Loren Miller is described as "contributing 
editor to New Masses and a member of the 
Communst Party" (public hearings, p. 1997). 
According to this same source, he was a 
participant in the Western Writers Congress, 
cited as a Communist front by the special 
Committee on Un-American Activities in 
report 1311 of March 29, 1944. 

A pamphlet, "Equality, Land and Free
dom,'' published by the League of Struggle 
for Negro Rights, Decemeber 1934 (p. 44), 
listed Loren Miller as a member of the na
tional council of that organization. 

The special Committee on Un-American 
Activities, in its report of January 3, 1939 
.(p. 81), cited the League of Struggle for 
Negro Rights as follows: "The Communist
front movement in the United States among 
Negroes is known as the National Negro 
Congress. Practically the same group of 
leaders directing this directed the League of 
Struggle for Negro Rights, which was, until 
2 years ago, the name of the Communist 
front for Negroes. The name was later 
changed • • • in 1936 to the National Ne
gro Congress." 

It was reported in the Dally People's 
World of September 28, 1950 (p . . 5) that 
Loren Miller was one of a group of Los 
Angeles lawyers who signed a brief against 
a Communist registration ordinance. The 
brief was presented in connection with the 
case of Henry Steinberg, county legislative 
director of the Communist Party, who was 
charged with failing to register with the 
sheriff's office in accordance with provisions 
of the ordinance. Reference to Loren Miller 
as one of the attorneys who signed a brief 
charging Los Angeles County's Communist 
registration ordinance with being "basically 
unconstitutional" also appeared in the Daily 
People's World of October 9, 1950 (p. 3). The 
brief was filed in connection with a hearing 
on a demurrer against the ordinance filed by 
attorneys for Gus Brown, Furniture Workers 
Local 576 business agent. 

The Dally People's World of May 17, 1950 
(p. 3), listed Loren Miller as one who signed 
a statement against the loyalty oath. 

OCTOBER 26, 1955. 
Subject: ·Bartley Crum; national legal com

mittee, NAACP, 1954. 
The pubI.ic records, files, and publications 

of this committee contain the following in
formation concerning the subject individual. 
This report should not be construed as rep
resE.mting -the results of an investigation by 
-or :findings of this committee. It should be 

noted that the individual is not necessarily 
a Communist, a Communist sympathizer, or 
a fellow traveler unless otherwise indicated. 

The Dally Worker of March 15, 1947 (p. 5) 
printed statements made by several individ
uals, registering opposition to the proposal 
of Secretary of Labor Schwellenbach to out
law the Communist Party. Bartley Crum's , 
statement, which immediately follows that of 
Robert W. Kenny, reads: 

"It is unconstitutiona.I and utterly stupid 
for Government to attempt to prevent people 
from thinking or believing as they wish. Ac
tion of this sort is contrary to the Bill of 
Rights. This Government was founded on 
the theory that we are not afraid of what any 
person or group of persons might think. 
Freedom of' belief and freedom of speech are 
guaranteed. 

"The Supreme Court has ruled that these 
freedoms may be limited only when a clear 
and present danger to the country exists. In 
that event the burden of proof rests upon 
Government which must show that the clear 
and present danger arises from the beliefs 
that are put forward. 

"As a non-Communist, I think the most 
effective answer to the Marxists is to make 
our democracy work by providing equality 
and job opportunities for all, strengthening 
the trade unions and raising the standard of 
living." 

The official organ of the Communist Party 
on the west coast, the Dally People's World 
of November 8, 1947 (p. 6), published an edi
torial regarding Mr. Crum, in which the Hon
orable Jack B. Tenney, chairman, California. 
State Committee on Un-American Activities, 
was quoted as having called Mr. Crum a 
"Communist for every practical purpose." 

Mr. Crum was attorney for Harry Bridges 
on behalf of the Civil Liberties Union (U. s. 
Supreme Court reports, 89 Law. Ed. October 
1944 Term, U.S. 323-325, U. s. 326, p. 2106): 
he was identified as being from San Fran
cisco. He was attorney for John Howard 
Lawson (brief for John Howard Lawson, U. s. 
Court of Appeals, February 16, 194:9, District 
of Columbia, No. 9872); he was attorney for 
Dalton Trumbo (brief of Dalton Trumbo v. 
United States of America, U.S. Court of Ap
peals, District of Columbia, No. 9873); he 
served as attorney for John Howard Lawson, 
Dalton Trumbo, Samuel Ornitz, Edward 
Dmytryk, Adrian Scott, Ring Lardner, Jr., 
Lester Cole, and Bert Brecht (hearings before 
the Committee on Un-American Activities, 
October 27, 28, 29, and 30, 1947). 

In a report on the National Lawyers Guild 
which was released by this committee Sep
tember 17, 1950, a list of National Lawyers 
Guild members who have represented wit
nesses before the Committee on Un-American 
Activities was shown. "In each case, the 
witnesses have refused to answer questions 
regarding Communist affiliations pro
pounded by the committee. In a number of 
cases espionage activities were involved. It 
should be noted in this connection that it is 
standard Communist practice to accept as 
attom.eys only those who agree to abide by 
the party's propaganda and conspirative di
rectives. Cases are known where attorneys 
who have volunteered · their services have 
been summarily rejected because they would 
not become partners to the party's ulterior 
purposes." (Report on the National Law
-yers Guild, p. 3.) The same report also 
named Mr. Crum as one of the vice presidents 
of the guild as of- December 1949 and May 
1950 (pp. 18 and 19). 
· Mr. Crum was vice president of the guild in 
1945, as shown in the Dally Worker of Sep
tember 25, 1945 (pp. 1 and 2); in 1947, as 
·Shown on a letterhead of the guild dated 
·June 11, 1947, and a printed program of their 
.conference on "Legislative Investigation? or 
Thought Control Agency?" dated October 20, 
1947 (p. 3); and in 1948 as shown on letter
heads of March 8 and May 7, 1948, and the 
Daily Worker of February 24, 1948 (p. 3). 
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'l'he National Lawyers Guild was cited as 

a Communist-front organization by the spe
cial Committee on Un-American Activities 
(report of March 29, 1944); it was the subject 
of a report released by the Committee on 
Un-American Activities September 17, 1950, 
in which the guild was cited as "the fore
,most legal bulwark of the Communist Party, 
its front organizations, and controlled 
unions." 

The statement of policy of the National 
Committee to Win the Peace (dated Febru
ary 6, 1947), contains the name of Bartley 
Crum in a list of persons who organized that 
committee; a letterhead of the Win-the
Peace Conference, dated February 28, 1946, 
named him as one of the ·sponsors of that 
conference, as does the · Daily Worker o·f 
March 5, 1946 (the conference was held in 
Washington·, D. C., April 5·.:7, 1946); the call 
to that conference contained Mr. Crum's 
name in a list of sponsors. A letterhead of 
the New York Committee to Win the Peace, 
dated June l, 1946, lists his name as vice 
chairman of the national committee; the 
New York committee call to Win-the-Peace 
Conference; iuiie 28 and 29, 1946, also iisted 
him as vice chairman of the national com-
mittee. . · 

The Attorney General of the United States 
cited the National Committee to Win the 
Peace as subversive and Communist (press 
releases of December 4, 1947 and September 
21, 1948; included on consolidated list 'of 
April 1, 1954). . 

A letterhead of the Conference on China 
and the Far East, dated September 19, 1946, 
carries the name of B'artley C. Crum in a list 
(jf sponsors . of that 'conference which was 
called by the national committee to Win the 
Peace and the Committee for a Democratic 
;Far Eastern Policy; the call to that confer
ence, which was held October 18-20, 1946, 
shows· him as one of the sponsors; the Com
mittee for a Democratic Far Eastern Policy 
was cited by the Attorney General as Com
munist (press release of April 27, 1949, and 
consolidated list of ,April 1, 1954). 

Mr. Crum was one of the National Sponsors 
of the Spanish Refugee Appeal of the Joint 
Anti-Fascist Refugee Committee· (letterhea:ds 
of that group dated February 26, 1946; Feb
ruary 3, 1948; April 28, 1949; May 18, 1951; 
·and January 5, 1953; he spoke before a rally of 
ihat organization in Madison Square Garden, 
·as shown in the Daily Woriter of September 
·25, 19.45 (pp. 1 and 2); an invitation to din
ner which was issued by the Joint .Anti
;Fascist Refugee Committee for March 31, 
1948, named .Mr. Crum as a member of the 
Nationat Reception Committee for Madame 
Irene Joliot-Curie who was in this country 
for a speaking tour, sponsored by the Joint 
Anti-Fascist Refugee Committee. · 
. The Joint Anti-Fascist Refugee Committee 
was cited as subversive and Communist 
(press releases of the Attorney General dated 
September 21, 1948, and December 4, 1947; 
also included on consolidated list of April 1, 
1954); the Special Committee on Un-Ameri
can Activities cited it as a Communist-front 
organization in report 1311 of March 29, 1944. 

New Masses for October 30, 1945 (back 
page), and a letterhead of the American 
Committee for Spanish Freedom~ dated Jan
uary 21, 1946, both name Mr. Crum as vice 
chairman of that committee, cited as Com
munist by the Attorney General (press re
lease of April 27, 1949; consolidated list of 
April 27, 1949). 

Mr. Crum was one of the initiating .spon
sors of the Independent Citizens Committee 
of the Arts, Sciences and Professions (Daily 
Worker of December 24, 1944, p. 14); and a. 
member of the board of directors of the or
ganization (letterhead of November 26, 1946). 
The independent Citizens Committee • • • 
was cited as a Communist-front organization 
by the Committee on Un-American Activi-

- ties (report of Apr~l 1, 1951). 

The spring catalog (1947) of the California 
Labor School lists Mr. Cr\1.Ill as one of_ the 
sponsors of that s.chool; be ls identified as 
president, San Francisco Chap:ter, National 
Lawyers Guild . . The Yearbook of the schQol 
(1949, pp. 6 and 35) name him a13 a member 
of the board of directors and a sponsor of 
the school. Biographical notes are also given 
in the same source. The California . Labor 
School was cited as subversive and Commu
nist by the Attorney General (press release 
of June 1, 1948; included on consolidated 
list of April 1, 1954). 

An invitation to attend a testimonial din
ner in New York City, October 12, 1947, issued 
by the American Slav Congress, as well as 
the program of that dinner, contain the name 
of Bartley c. Crum in a list of sponsors of 
the dinner. The American Slav Congress has 
been cited as subversive and Communist 
(press releases of the Attorney General dated 
June 1 and September 21, 1948; also consoli
dated list released April 1, 1954); the Com
mittee on Un-American Activities cited the 
Congress as "a Moscow-inspired and directed 
federation of Communist-dominated organi
zations seeking by methods of propaganda 
and pressure to subvert the 10 million people 
in this country of Slavic birth or descent'' 
(report dated June 26, 1949). 
· Mr. Crum signed a statement of the Na
tional Federation for Constitutional Liber
ties, h!j,iling the war Department's order con
cerning commissions for Communists (Daily 
Worker, March 18, 1945, p. 2); Mr . .- Crum was 
identified as a lawyer from San Francisco, 
Calif. The National Federation for Constitu
tional Liberties has been cited by the Attor
ney -General as an organization "by which 
Communists attempt to create sympathizers 
and supporters Of their program"; and as 
subversive and Communist. (CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD, vol. 88, pt. 6, p. 744C; and press 
releases of December 4, 1947, and September 
21, 1948; also included on consolidated list 
of April 1, 1954.) The special committee 
cited the National Federation for Constitu
tional Liberties as "one of the viciously sub
versive organizations of the Communist 
Party" (report of March 29, 1944; also cited 
in reports of June 25, 1942, and January 2, 
1943) ; the Committee on Un-American Ac
tivities also cited the organization as having 
been "spawned for the alleged purpose of 
defending civil liberties in general but ac
tually intended to protect Communist sub
version from any ·penalties under the law" 
(report 1115 of September 2, 1947). 

The Daily People's World of May 10, 1946 
(p. 5), announced that Mr. Crum (identified 
as a San Francisco attorney) would speak at 
the American Russian Institute's presenta
tion of Russian author, Konstantin Simonov, 
in San Francisco, May 13; he also spoke at a 
meeting of the American Russian Institute 
as shown in the Daily Worker of June 3, 1948 
(p. 2), in which source he was identified as 
publisher of PM, a New York daily news
paper. The American Russian Institute was 
cited as Communist by the Attorney Gen
eral (press release of April 27, 1949; included 
on consolidated list of organizations released 
April 1, 1954). 

The program of a dinner held on the first 
anniversary of the American Youth for De
mocracy, October 16, 1944, Bartley C. Crum 
is shown as a sponsor of the dinner com
mittee. The American Youth for Democracy 
was cited as the new name under which the 
Young Communist League operates and 
which also largely absorbed the American 
Youth Congress (special committee in report 
1311 of March 29, 1944); the Attorney Gen
eral cited it as Communist (press releases 
of December 4, 1947, arid September 21, 1948; 
consolidated' list of April 1, 1954). 

Behind the Silken Curtain, written by Mr. 
Crum, was recommended for reading by 
Youth magazine (July-August 1947 issue), a 
bimonthly publication· of the American 

Youth , for :Pemqcr~cy; the ~me .book was 
~avorably reyiewed in the. June 24, 1947., issue 
of N.ew .Masses (p. 12); i.t .w~s a selectiqn of 
the. Boqk Find .. Club, ac_cording to the New 
York Tb:ri~s of Septe~bef 14, 1947 (book re
view s~cti~p.. p. 19.); _it was also favorably 
reviewed · by Alber1i l.{ahn in the Worker 
(Sunday eclition of the Daily Worker), f_or 
June 15, 1947 (p. llM). · 
. New Masses has been cited by the Attor
ney General as a Communist periodical _(CoN
GRESSIONAL RECORD, vol. 88, pt. 6, p. 7447); 
and by the special committee as "a nationally 
circulated weekly journal of the Communist 
Party" (report of Mar~h 29, 1944) • The Daily 
Worker is th.e chief journalistic mouthpiece 
of the Communist Party (report of March 29, 
1944). 

Joseph Starobin, in his column, Around the 
Globe, which appeared in the Daily Worker 
of May 4, 1948 (p. 8), had the following to 
say concerning Bartley Crum, at the time 
the new PM appeared op. newsstands: "Take 
Bartley Crum, for example, whose unques~ 
tionably progressive career has a dialectic all 
its own: A Willkie Republic!ln 1eader who 
championed the reelection of FDR 4 years 
ago; a successful lawyer, of Catholic· faith, 
I believe, with a record of sincere work in 
organizations which the Attorney General 
insists are subversive; a leader of the Pro
gressive Citizens of America, who declined 
to come out for Henry Wallace, and yet, is 
said to feel very warmly -toward Wallace and 
the program for which he stands; a political 
figure • • • he rejected a job in the Civil 
Aeronautics Board, but accepted membership 
in the investigation commission for Pal
estine; and came back with some conclu
sions which still plague the State Depart
ment and Truman, too. • • .... 

-·-
OCTOBER 26, 1955 . . 

Subject: Morris L. Ernst, national legal com
mittee, NAACP, 1954. 

The public records, files, and publications 
of this committee contain the following in
formation concerning the subject individual. 
This report should not be construed a.S repre
senting the results of an investigation by or 
findings of this committee. It should be 
noted that the individual is not necessarily 
a Communist, a Communist sympathizer, or 
a fellow traveler "unless otherwise indicated. 

In testimony of Walters. Steele before the 
special Committe·e on un.:.American Activi
ties, August 15, 1938', Morris E'rnst was named 
as a member of the board of the American 
Fund for Putilic ·Service (public hearings, p. 
3.88). The following issues of New Masses 
riamed Morris L. Ernst as treasurer of the 
American Fund for Public Service, November 
1930 (p. 19), November 1931 (p. 31), and Jan
uary 2, 1934 (p. 2). He was named as treas
urer and a member of the board of directors 
of the American Fund for Public Service on a 
letterhead (photostat dated September a, 
1930). . 

The American Fund for Public Service 
(Garland · Fund) was ''established in 
1922 • • • it was a major source for the 
:financing of Communist Party enterprises" 
such as the Daily Worker and New Masses, 
official Communist publlcations, Federated 
Press, Russian Reconstructibn Farms, and 
International Labor Defense. William z. 
Foster, present chairman, Communist Party, 
·and Scott Nearing, a leading writer for the 
·party, served on the board of directors of the 
fund (special Committee on Un-American 
Activities, report of March 29, 1944, pp. 75 
ana 76). . 

A letterhead of the American League for 
Peace and Democracy (a photostat dated 
'April 6, 1939) carried the name of Morris L. 
";Ernst as a member of the lawyer's committee 
of the league. The American League l'or 
Peace and Democracy was cited as subversive 
and Communist by the United States Attor
ney General in le~ters furnished the Loyalty 
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Review Boa.rd and released to the press by 
the United States Civil Service Commission, 
June 1 and September 21, 1948; redesignated 
April 27, 1953, pursuant to Executive Order 
No. 10450, and included on the April 1, 1954, 
consolidated list of organizations previously 
designated. It was established in the United 
States in 1937 as successor to the American 
League Against War and Fascism "in an effort 
to create public sentiment on behalf of a 
f-oreign poli.cy adapted to the interests of the 
Soviet Union." (Attorney General of the 
United States, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, vol. 
88, pt. 6, p. 7442.) The Special Committee 
on Un-American Activities cited the league 
as "the largest of the Communist-front 
movements in the United States" (report ot 
January 3, 1939) •. 

The Daily Worker of February 19, 1937 
(p. 4), reported that Morris Ernst . spoke 
at a meeting of the American Youth Con
gress in Washington, D. C. The American 
Youth Congress was cited as subversive and 
Communist by the United States Attorney 
General. (press refeases of. December. 4, 1947 
~nd September 21, 1948; redesignated April 
27, 1953 and included on the April 1, 1954 
consolidated list). The Attorney General 
cited the organization as "originated in 1934 
and has been controlled by Communist and 
manipulated by them to infiuence the 
thought of American youth" (CONGRES
SIONAL RECORD, vol. 88, pt. 6, p. 7444). The 
Special Committee on Un-American Ac
tivities cited the American Youth Congress 
as "one of the principal fronts of the Com
munist Party" (report of June 25, 1942, p. 
16) . . 

Mr. Ernst spoke at a meeting of the League 
of American Writers in New York City, as was 
revealed by the Daily Worker of December 
5, 1936 (p. 5). He spoke for the League for 
Mutual Aid on "Dethroning the Supreme 
Court," February 1, 1937, as shown in New 
Masses of January 26, 1937 (p. 37). 

The League of American Writers was cited 
as subversive and Communist by the At
torney General (press releases of June 1 and 
September 21, 1948) and was redesignated. 
pursuant to Executive Order 10450, April 27, 
1953; and included on the April 1, 1954, 
consolidated list of organizations previously 
designated. The League of American Writ
ers previously had been cited as a . Commu
nist front by the Attorney General and by 
the special committee. (CONGRESSIONAL REC-. 
ORD, vol. 88, pt. 6, p. 7445; and reports of 
January 3, 1940, June 25, 1942, and March 29, 
:i944, respectively). The special committee 
cited the League for Mutual Aid as a Com
munist enterprise (report of March 29, 1944, 
p. 76). 

Morris L. Ernst was named on a letter
head of the Medical Bureau and North 
American Committee to Aid Spanish De
mocracy, dated July 6, 1938, as a member 
of the Lawyers" Committee of that organ
ization. "In 1937-38, the Communist Party 
threw itself wholeheatedly into the cam
paign for the support of the Spanish Loy
alist cause, recruiting men and organizing 
multifarious so-called relief organizations" 
such as the Medical Bureau and North Amer
ican Committee to Aid Spanish Democracy 
(report of the special committee dated 
March 29, 1944, p. 82). 

Morris L. Ernst, identified as treasurer, 
American Fund for Public Service, was 
shown as a stockholder of New Masses on a 
photostatic copy of the statement of owner
ship of that publication, dated October 1, 
1930. New Masses was cited as a"Commu
nist periodical" by the Attorney General 
.(CONGRES.SIONAL RECORD, vol. 88, pt. 6, p. 
7448) and as the "nationally circulated 
weekly journal of the Communist Party" by 
the special committee (report of March 29, 
1944, pp. 48 and 75). 

The Nonpartisan Committee for the Reelec
tion of Vito Marcantonio was cited as a Com
munist front by the special committee in 

the report of March 29, 1944 (p. 122). Mr. 
Ernst was chairman of the Nonpartisan Com
mittee for the Reelection of Vito Marcan
to~iq, as was shown on a letterhead of the 
organization dateci October 3, 1936. 

A newsletter of the National Lawyers 
Guild, dated July 1937 (p. 2), listed Mr. 
i;:rnst, of New York City, as chairman of the 
guild's committee on the relation of govern
ment to business. The Daily Worker of Feb
ruary 10, 1939 (p. 2), reported that he spoke 
at a meeting of the National Lawyers Guild; a 
letterhead of the guild, dated May 28, 1940, 
named Mr. Ernst as director ex-officio of that 
group; a membership list (1939) of the guild, 
on file wi~h this committee, contains the 
name of Morris L. Ernst, 285 Madison Avenue, 
New York City. . 

On September 17, 1950, the Committee on. 
· Un-American Activities released a . report on 
the National Lawyers Guild in which it was 
cited as a Communist front and the "fore
most legal bulwark of the Communist Party, 
its front . organizations, and controlled 
unions." An earlier report of the special 

·committee (report of March 29, 1944, p. 149) 
cited the guild as a Communist front. 

An editorial in the Dally Worker of De
cember 10, 1947 (p. 9), criticized Morris Ernst 
for his proposed legislation to register front 
organizations. Morris L. Ernst, of New York 
City, testified voluntarily before the Com
mittee on Un-American Activities, February 
11, 1948, regar~ing legislation before the 
committee which would seek to curb or out
law the Communist Party. He stated, in 
part, as follows: · 

"Mr. KERSTEN. Would you say we would 
have to have the freedom of expression on 
the parts of teachers in our schools, profes
sors in our universities, the freedom of ex
pression to thf! extent that the president of 
this particular institutton could, if ·he wants 
to, permit his teachers to teach to the stu
dents, for example, the tenets of commu-
nism? · 

"Mr. ERNST. Well, may I state my position 
on that? I have got to cut down under
neath it a bit. ·- . . . . 

"I think the Communists or the Klan have . 
a right to elect the Government of the United 
States. Not having elected the Government 
of the United States, I take it to be the 
mandate of the people to the officials elected 
to make sure that neither Klan nor Commu
nist policy is infiltrated or injected into the 
Government. 

"Under those circumstances, it seems to me 
I would say that no klansman should be in 
the Bureau of Education of the United States 
Government even though on an open debate 
and an election with nightshirts off, they 
may elect the Government, that's what we 
are gambling on. 

"Now, I have got faith that they are not 
going to elect the Government, if they take 
their shirts off. · 

"Mr. KERSTEN. The question is, however, do 
you think a university president has the right 
or teachers have the right in that university, 
1! they wish to exercise it, to teach the stu
dent the tenets of communism? 

• • • • • 
"Mr. ERNST. I should say that if it is an 

avowed Communist. or a teacher said this is 
what communism is, I would like to see that 
taught in the schools without nightshirts, 
yes. I would like to see it taught. 

"Now that doesn't mean that lam at all in 
favor of a school being sneaked upon, as our 
schools were in New York by Communists 
sneaking their perfidious stuff underground. 
I am not afraid of the thesis of communism 
aboveboard, not at all. Americans will beat 
it down at every point. We are not afraid 
of them at all, haven't got the least fear of 
that crowd, and they are not all crackpots. 
They are fanatics, maybe, but not crackpots, 
but I have great fear of any secret group for 
this reason. 

"Up to now the problem of America has 
been the protection of minorities against 
majorities, oppression by majority or minor
ity. From now on in, I suggest our problem 
is reversed, because a tightly regimented con
trolled minority in a labor uriion, in any 
place in life with the complexities of modern 
life can oppress a majority, and that is what 
the Communists are doing to the decent part 
of the American labor movement today." 
(Public hearings, pp. 291, 292.) 

Reference to Mr. Ernst was made by MaJ. 
Gen. Charles Willoughby, a witness during 
public hearings before this committee, Au- · 
gust 22, 1951, as follows: · 

"Without going into details which are in 
this file, the International " Red Aid, Soviet
Comtntern sponsored, becomes the the Inter
national Labor Defense, and the American 
Labor Defense becomes the Civil Rights Con
gress. .And, incidentally; again Weiss, as an 
organizer, develops other agencies, such as 
the American Committ'ee for the Defense of 
the Foreign Born, and several other organiza
Uons, all of which have ·beeri analyzed and · 

·commented on adversely by Mr. Morris Ernst, 
a reputable New York lawyer, who resented, 
apparently, ever having been mixed up with 
this group." (American Aspects of Richard 
Sorge Spy Case, p. 1188.) 

. F'EBR.UARY 13, 1956. 
Subject: Z. Alexander Looby, national board 

of directors, national legal committee, 
NAACP, 1954 

. The public records, files, and publicatio~ 
of this committee contain the following in
formation concerning the subject Individual. 
This . report should not be construed as rep
resenting the results of an investigation by 
or :findings of this committee. It should be 
noted that the individual is not necessarily 
a Conµnunist, a .Communist sympathizer, or 
a fellow traveler unles~ otherwise indicated. 

A 1939 membership list of the National 
Lawyer~ Guild, on file with this committee, 
contains the riame of Alexander Looby, 419 

·Fourth Avenue, Nashville, Tenn. 
The special Committee on Un-American 

Activities, in its report of March 29, 1944 
(p. 149), cited the National Lawyers'. Guild 
as a Communist-front organization . . The 
Committee on Un-American Activities, in its 
report on the National L·awyers Guild, Sep
tember 17, 1950, cited the organization as a 
Communist front which "is the foremost 
legal bulwark of the Communist Party, its 
front organizations, and controlled unions," 
and which "since its inception has never 
failed to rally to the legal defense of the 
Communist Party and individual members 
thereof, including known espionage agents." 

The Daily People's World of April 25, 1948 
(p. 11), reported that Alexander Looby, at
torney, Nashville, Tenn., had spoken before 
the Southern Negro Youth Congress. The 
Worker of May 16, 1948 (p. 2), disclosed 
that Z. Alexander Looby, attorney, Nashville, 
Tenn., had spoken before the same organ
ization. 

The Attorney General of the United States 
cited the Southern N~gro Youth Congress as 
subversive and among the affiliates and com
mittees of the Communist Party, U. S. A., 
which seeks to alter the form of govern
ment of the United States by unconstitu
tional means" (letter to Loyalty Review 
Board, released December 4, 1947). The At
:torney General redesignated the group April 
27, 1953, pursuant to Executive Order No. 
10450, and included it on the April 1, 1954, 
consolidated list of organizations previously 
designated. The special Committee on Un
American Activities, in its report of January 
3, 1940 (p. 9), cited the Southern Negro Youth 
Congress as a Communist-front organization. 
The Committee on Un-American Activities, 
in its report of April 17, 1947 (p. 14), cited 
the organization as "surreptitiously con
trolled" by the Young Communist League. 
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0cToBER 25, 1955. 
Subject: Paul J. Kern, national legal com

. mittee, NAACP, 1954. 
The public records, files, and publications 

of this committee contain the following in
formation concerning the subject individual. 
This report should not be construed as rep
resenting the results of an investigation by 
or findings of this committee. It should be 
noted that the individual is not necessarily 
a Communist, a Communist sympathizer, or 
a fellow traveler unless otherwise indicated. 

Paul J. Kern was attorney for Communist 
Party leaders such as Benjamin J. Davis, as 
reported in the Daily Worker of August 5, 
1949 (p. 1), and October 26, 1949 (p. 3); he 
was a sponsor of the national nonpartisan 
committee to defend the rights of the 12 
Communist leaders, as shown on a letterhead 
dated September 9, 1949, and the Daily Work
er of July 18, 1949 (p. 2). He signed a state
ment of the Commtitee for Political Ad
vocacy, defending the. 12 Communist Party 
leaders (Narodna Volya for March 25, 1949, 
p. 4; and the Daily Worker of February 28, 
1949, p. 9), in which sources he was identifl.e~ 
as former president of the municipal civil 
service commission, and a letterhead of Jan
uary 7, 1949. The Daily Worker of May 6, 
1949 (p. 2), reported that Paul J. Kern, 
chairman of the Committee for Free Political 
Advocacy, condemned the trial of the Com
munist leaders. 

Identified as being from New York City, 
Paul J. Kern was one of those who signed 
a statement addressed to the President of 
the United States defending the Communist 
Party (Daily Worker of March 5, 1941, p. 2); 
he was retained as special counsel in the 
Communist Party's fight to remain on the 
ballot in New York State (Daily Worker of 
September 23, 1946, p. 5) ; he also signed a 
statement in 1947 protesting the proposal to 
outlaw the Communist Party (Daily Worker 
of March 12, 1947, p. 3, in which source he 
was identified as a former New York City 
civil service commissioner); he was a mem
ber of the nonpartisan committee for the 
reelection of Congressman Vito Marcantonio, 
as shown on their letterhead of October 3, 
1936; he condemned the purge of Communists 
from the film industry (The Worker of No
vember 30, 1947, p. 10-southern edition-in 
which source he was identified as former 
New York City civil service commissioner). 

Mr. Kern was named as one of more than 
200 outstanding professors, clergymen, law
yers, writers, professional people, and others 
(who) have addressed a petition to United 
'states Attorney General J. Howard McGrath, 
urging him to withdraw contempt proceed
ings. The contempt proceedings involved 
17 men and women who invoked their con
stitutional right not to testify (before a con
gressional committee) on grounds of self
incrimination. From the Daily Worker, of 
February 19, 1951, p. 2.) The CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD, volume 94, part 5, page 5841, named 
Paul J. Kern, New York City, as one of those 
who signed a statement opposing the Mundt 
anti-Communist bill. He signed a state
ment to the mayor of New York City and the 
city council, on behalf of Simon Gerson, a. 
Communist (Daily Worker, of February 16, 
1948, p. 16), and supported the Citizens Com
mittee To Defend Representative Govern
ment which organization urged the seating 
of Simon Gerson (from an advertisement 
which appeared in the New York Times on 
February 19, 1948, p. 13, in which he was iden
tified as former president of the municipal 
civil service commission). 

In 1941 an investigation was made of 
the city council into the affairs and conduct 
of the municipal civil service commission of 
the city of New York and Hon. Paul J. Kern, 
its president, pursuant to section 43 of the 
charter of the city of New York. 

Paul J. Kern was one of the sponsors of 
the Consumers National Federation, as 
shown in the pamphlet, The People Versus 
H. c. L., dated December 11-12. 1937 (p. 2). 

The Consumers N'atlonal Federation has 
been cited as a Communist-front organiza
tion by the special Committee on Un-Amer
ican Activities in a report dated March 29, 
1944. 

The Daily Wprker, of March 18, 1937 (p. 5), 
named Paul J. Kern as vice president of the 
National Lawyers Guild; the article con
cerned Dr. Kern's attack on the United 
States Supreme Court; he was vice president 
of the guild in 1937, as shown by the organi
zation's news letter of July 1937 (p. 2), in 
which source he was identified as being from 
New York; he was named in the same source 
as chairman of the guild's committee on 
publications and public relations; he spoke 
before the guild, as reported in the Daily 
Worker, of February 25, 1939 (p. 1), as having· 
been president of the New York chapter of 
the guild for 2 years and as having denied 
that he had resigned from the guild. A 
membership list of the guild, dated 1939, 
contains the name of one Paul Kern whose 
address was shown as 1451 Municipal Build-· 
ing, New York City; a letterhead of the same 
organization, dated May 28, 1940, named him 
as director ex officio. Paul J. Kern partici
pated in a discussion entitled "Status of 
Civil Liberties" at the fifth annual conven
tion of the Ni;i.tional Lawyers Guild, Detroit, 
Mich., May 29-June l, 1941, as shown by the 
convention program printed in Convention 
News, May 1941 (p. 2). This same saur.ce 
showed him as a member of the convention 
resolutions committee. 

In 1944 the special Committee on Un
American Activities cited the National Law
yers Guild as a Communist-front organiza
tion (report dated March 29, 1944); in 1950 
the Committee on Un-American Activities re
leased a report on the guild, in which it was 
called "the foremost legal bulwark of the 
Communist Party, its front organizations, 
and controlled unions" (report rated Sep
tember 17, 1950). 

Paul Kern spoke before the International 
Labor Defense during its New York State 
conference (Labor Defender, November 1937, 
p . 3); he was a sponsor of the organization's 
summer milk drive in 1939 (Equal Justice 
for June 1939, p. 7). Mr. Kern was a mem
ber of the national committee of the Inter
national Juridicial Association, as shown in 
the leaflet, "What is the I. J . A.?" The At
torney General of the United States cited 
the International Labor Defense as subver
sive and Communist in letters to the Loyalty 
Review Board, released June 1 and September 
21, 1948. The organization was redesignated 
by the Attorney General April 27, 1953, pur
suant to Executive Order No. 10450, and in
cluded on the April 1, 1954 consolidated list 
of organizations previously designated. The 
organization was cited previously by the At
torney General as the legal arm of the Com
munist Party (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, vol. 
88, pt. 6, p. 7446). The Special Committee 
ori. Un-American Activities, in its report 
of January 3, 1939 (pp. 75-78), cited the 
International Labor Defense as the legal de
fense arm of the Communist Party of the 
United States. The Committee on Un-Amer
ican Activities, in its report of September 
2, 1947 (pp. 1 and 2), cited the International 
Labor Defense as part of an international 
network or organizations for the defense of 
Communist lawbreakers. The International 
Juridicial Associatlon was cited as a Com
munist front and an affshoot of the Inter
national Labor Defense (special committee's 
report of March 29, 1944); the Comm~ttee on 
Un-American Activitiess cited · the Inter
national Juridicial Association as having ac
tively defended Communists and consistent
ly followed the Communist Party line (re
port of September 17, 1950). 

In March 1937 a group of well-known Com
munists and Communist collaborators pub
lished an open letter bearing the title given 
as "Open Letter to American Liberals in de
fense of the Moscow Purge Trials" (special 

Committee oh Un':.American Activities in re
port of June 25, 1942); Paul J. Kern signed 
the open letter as shown in the Daily Work
er of February 9, 1937 (p. 2), and Soviet Rus
sia Today for March 1937 (pp. 14-15). 

An undated letterhead of the New York 
Tom Mooney committee listed Paul J. Kern 
as one of the sponsors of that organization; 
he was one of those who lectured at the 
School for Democracy, as shown in New 
Maasses for May 26, 1942 (p. 31); the catalog 
and program of the school, dated January 
1942, listed him as a guest lecturer on legis
lation, lobbying, and the people's program, 
He was identified as president of the civil 
service commission, New York City. 

The special Committee on Un-American 
Activities cited the New York Tom Mooney 
C'ommittee as a Communist-front organiza
tion. "For ·many years, the Communist 
Party organized widespread agitation around 
the Mooney case, and drew its members and 
followers into the agitation (report No. 1311 
of March 29, 1944, p. ·154). 

"In 1941, the Communists established a 
school in New York City which was known as 
the School for Democracy (now merged with 
the Workers School into the Jefferson School 
of Social Science) ." The school was "es
tablished by Communist teachers ousted 
from the public school system of New York 
City." (Special Committee on Un-American 
Activities in report No. 1311.) 

A handbill entitled "Protest Brutal Nazi 
Persecutions" announced a mass rally of the 
~merican Labor 'Party and named Paul J. 
Kern as one of the sponsors of the rally. The 
special committee found that "for years, 
the Communists have put forth the greatest 
efforts to capture the entire American Labor 
Party throughout New York State. They 
succeeded in capturing the Manhattan and 
Brooklyn sections of the American Labor 
Party but outside of New York City, they 
have been unable to win control" (report 
No. 1311 of March 29, 1944). 

Mr. Kern signed the call of the American 
Youth Congress to their New York model leg
islature of youth, New York City, January 
28-30, 1938, as shown on the leaflet, Calling 
Young People of New York, in which source 
he was identified as chairman of the New 
York Law:yers Guild. He spoke in New York 
City before the Workers Alliance, according 

.to the Daily Worker of June 18, 1937 (p. 5). 
The Attorney General cited the American 

Youth Congress as subversive and Commu
nist in letters to the Loyalty Review Board, 
released December 4, 1947, and September 21, 
1948. The organization was redesignated 
April 27, 1953, pursuant to Executive Order 
No. 10450, and included on the ·April 1, 1954, 
consolidated list. The Attorney General 
cited the American Youth Congress pre-: 
viously as controlled by Communists and 
manipulated by them to influence the 
thought of American youth (CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD, vol. 88, pt. 6, p. 7444). The Special 
Committee on Un-American Activities, in its 
report of June 25, 1942 (p. 16), cited the or
ganization as "one of tl~e principal fronts of 
the Communist Party" and "prominently 
identified with the White House picket line." 

The Attorney General cited the Workers 
.Alliance as subversive and Co.mmunist in 
letters released December 4, 1947, and Sep
tember 21, 1948. The organization was re
designated Af>ril 27, 1953,. pursuant to Execu
tive Order No. 10450, and included on the 
April 1, 1954, consolidated list. The organ
ization was cited previously by the Attorney 
General as a "Communist penetrated or
ganization," (CONGRESSIONAL ·RECORD, vol. 
88, pt. 6, p. 7442).. The Special Committee 
on Un-Am.erican Activities, in its report of 
January 3, .1939 (pp. 72-74), cited the organ
ization as follows: "Among the successes in 
its 'front movements, the Comnmnists point 
to the "Workers" Alliance of America.' " It 
was created in 1936 and organized "in prac
tically every relief project in the country." 
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It was "app-arently patterned after the 'Un
employed Councils of St. Petersburg,• Russia, 
set up in 1906 as a part of the Communist 
front there. As the councils in Russia staged 
sit-down strikes, so al~ did the Alliance 
stage sit-down strikes in various State legis
latures and relief bureaus in our country." 

Mr. Kern was attorney for .the Interna
tional Workers Order as reported in the 
Daily Worker of September 27, 1950 {p. 5), 
which source identified him as from New 
York. 

The Attorney General cited the Interna
tional Workers Order as subversive and 
Communist in letters released December 4, 
1947, and September 21, 1948; redesignated 
April 27, 1953 and April 1, 1954. The or
ganization was cited previously by the At
torney General as "one of the strongest 
Communist organizations" (CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD, vol. 88, pt. 6, p. 7447). The Special 
Committee on Un-American Activities, in 
its report of January 3, 1939 (p. 79), 
cited the International Workers Order as 
"one of the most effective and closely knitted 
.organizations among the Communist-'front• 
movements." The Committee on Un
American Activities, in its report on the 
American Slav Congress, April 26, 1950 {pp. 
82-84), cited the International Workers 
Order as "one of the strongest Communist 
organizations." 

The Call to a Conference on Constitu
tional Liberties in America, June 7, 1940 
(p. 4), named Paul J. Kern as one of the 
sponsors of that conference, cited by the 
special committee as "an important part 

, of the solar system of the Communist 
Party's front organization," (Report, March 
29, 1944, p. 102). The Attorney General cited 
the conference as the one which resulted 

· in the formation of the National Federation 
for Constitutional Liberties, "part of what 
Lenin called the solar system of organiza
tions, ostensibly having no connection with 
the Communist Party, by which Communists 
attempt to create sympathizers and sup
porters of their program." 

Mr. Kern was chairman of a meeting in 
New York City of the North American Com
mittee To Aid Spanish Democracy (Daily 
Worker, June 5, 1937, p. 2); he spoke be
fore the group in February 1938, as .shown 
in the Daily Worker of February 28 of that 
year (p. 8); a letterhead of the medical 
bureau and North American Committee To 
Aid Spanish Democracy, dated July 6, 1938, 
r..amed him as a member of the lawyers 
committee of the organization; a letterhead 
of the group, dated January 30, 1939, also 
named him as chairman of the lawyers 

: committee of the organization. Mr. Kern 
was one of the sponsors of the Medical 
Bureau, American Friends of Spanish Democ
:...acy, as shown in the Daily Worker of 
March 5, 1937 (p. 2); he signed a petition 
of the ' organization to lift the arms em
bargo against Loyalist Spain (Daily Worker 
of Apr. 8, 1938, p. 4). 

In a booklet prepared and published by 
the Coordinating Committee to Lift The 
(Spanish) Embargo, and entitled "These 
Americans Say" (p. 8), Mr. Kern was named 
as a representative individual who advo
cated lifting the arms embargo; he spoke 
tn New York City before the Morningside 
branch, Friends of the Abraham Lincoln 
Brigade (Daily Worker of June 16, 1937, p. 
3) ; he spoke before the brigade in Septem
ber 1937, as shown in the Daily Worker of 
Sept ember 29, 1937 (p. 2); he endorsed the 
drive of the same organization to bring vet
erans b ack to America, as reported in the 
Daily Worker of June 7, 1938 (p. 2), and a 
circular entitled "And Tell the Folks That 
1'11 Be Home If." 

Mr. Kern sponsored the Spanish Refugee 
Relief Campaign, according to a letterhead 
of that organization dated September 16, 
1940; and was chairman of the Lawyers Com
m ittee on American Relations With Spain, 

a participating organization, as shown in 
the pamphlet, Children in Concentration 
Camps. A prospectus and review of the law
yers committee also named him as chair
man of that group. 

The North American Committee To Aid 
Spanish Democracy, American Friends of 
Spanish Democracy, the Coordinating Com
mittee To Lift the Embargo, the Abraham 
Lincoln Brigade, and the Lawyers Committee 
on American Relations With Spain were all 
set up during 1937 and 1938, when it was the 
policy of the Communist Party to support 
the Spanish War. (Rept. No. 1311 of the 
special Committee on Un-American Activities 
dated Mar. 29, 1944). The North Amer
ican Committee and the Abraham Lincoln 
Brigade were also cited as Communist organ
izations by the Attorney General (press re
lease of April · 27, 1949, redesignated April 
27, 1953, and included on the April 1, 1954, 
consolidated list). The Spanish Refugee 
Relief Campaign was cited by the Special 
Cominittee as a Communist front organiza

·tion (report dated January 3, 1940). 
The call to a Bill of Rights Conference, 

New York City, July 16 and 17, 1949, named 
Paul J. Kern as an initiating sponsor and 

·acting chairman of the conference; he was 
identified in this source as former president 
of the Civil- Service Commission, New York 
City. Elizabeth Gurley Flynn, member of 
the national committee of the Communist 
Party, in writing about the conference for 
her column in the Daily Worker (July 25, 
1949, p. 8), stated that one of the high
lights of the conference was the fight for 
the 12 defendants in the current Commu
nist cases. She reported that seven of the 
·defendants were present and participated 
actively. The New York Times (July 18, 
1949, p. 13) reported that "the 20 resolutions 

·adopted unanimously by the 2-day confer
ence registered opposition to the conspiracy 
trial of the 11 Communist leaders, the pres
idential loyalty order, deportation for politi
cal belief, among others. The conference 
also called for an end to the investigation 

. by the Federal Bureau of Investigation into 
political, ·rather than criminal, activities." 

A short personal statement by Paul J. 
Kern against anti-Communist legislation 
appeared in New Masses for March 25, 1947 
(p. 11); he was one of the sponsors of the 
National Committee to Defeat the Mundt 
Bill, as revealed by a. press release of the 
group dated June 15, 1949 (p. 2), in which 
source he was identified as being from New 
York City; the organization's pamphlet, 

. "Hey, Brother, there's a law against you" (p. 
2) and a · photostatic copy of a letterhead 

. dated May 5, 1950 also named Mr. Kern as 
one of the sponsors of that group which this 
committee cited as "a registered lobbying 
organization which has carried out the ob
jectives of the Communist Party in its fight 
against antisubversive legislation" (Rept. 

. No. 3248 of Jan. 2, 1951, originally released 
Dec. 7, 1950). 

The Daily Worker of February 2, 1938 
. (p. 5), reported that ·Paul J. Kern had 
spoken before the League of American Writ
ers. He signed a statement of the American 
League Against War and Fascism against 
Franco spies, as shown in the Daily Worker 
of May 11, 1937 (p. 1); he was one of the 
sponsors of a joint meeting of the American 
League Against War and Fascism and Amer
ican Friends of the Chinese People (Daily 

· Worker, Sept. 24, 1937, p. 6); he was chair
m an of the Lawyers' Cominittee, American 
League for Peace and Democracy, as shown 
on their letterhead dated April 6, 1939. 

The League of American Writers was cited 
as a Communist-front organization by the 
special committee in reports of January 3, 
1940; June 25, 1942; and March 29, 1944; it 
was cited as a Communist front by the At
torney General, and subsequently as subver
sive ·and Communist (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 
vol. 88, pt. 6, p. 7445; and press releases of 
June 1 and Sept. 21, 1948, redesignated Apr. 

27, 1953, and included on Apr. 1, 1954, con .. 
solidated lists). 

The American League Against War and 
Fascism, predecessor of the American League 
for Peace and Democracy, was cited as a 
Communist-front organization (special com
mittee in reports of Jan. 3, 1939; Jan. 3, 
1940; June 25, 1942; and Mar. 29, l944; and 
by the Attorney General; CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD, vol. 88, pt. 6, p. 7442; and press re
leases of Dec. 4, 1947, and Sept. 21, 1948, 
redesignated Apr. 27, 1953, and included on 
.Apr. 1, 1954, list). 

Identified as president municipal civil 
service commission, New York City, Paul J. 
Kern was one of those who signed a petition 
of the American Committee for Democracy 
and Intellectual Freedom, as shown on a 
mimeographed sheet attached to a letterhead. 
of the group dated January 17, 1940. The 
American Committee for Democracy and In
tellectual Freedom was cited as a Commu
nist-front organization which defended 
Communist teachers (special committee in 
reports of June 24, 1942; and Mar. 29, 1944). 

Mr. Kern was a. member of the advisory 
board of Film Audiences for Democracy, 
according to Film Survey of June 1939 {p. 
4). The special Committee on Un-American 
Activities cited Film Audiences for Democ
racy as a Communist-front organization 
(report of Mar. 29, 1944). He was a sponsor 
of the Greater New York Emergency Confer
ence for Inalienable Rights, as shown on the 
program of the conference which was held 
February 12, 1940. The special committee 
cited the New York organization as a Com. 
munist front (report of Mar. 29, 1944). 

A program of the American Continental 
Congress for World Peace, held in Mexico 
City, September 5-10, 1949, named Paul J. 
Kern as one of the sponsors of that congress, 
cited by this committee as "another phase 
in the Communist peace campaign aimed at 
consolidating anti-American forces through
out the Western Hemisphere (report 378 of 
Apr. 25, 1951). 

OCTOBER 25, 1955. 
Subject: Karl N. Llewellyn, national legal 

committee, NAACP, 1954. 
The public records, files, and publications 

of this committee contain the following in
formation concerning the subject individual. 
This report should not be construed as rep
resenting the results of an investigation by 
or findings of this committee. It should 
be noted that the individual is not neces
sarily a Communist, a Communist sympa
thizer, or a fellow-traveler unless otherwise 
indicated. 

Prof. K. N. Llewellyn, Columbia Law 
School, spoke at a conference of the Greater 
New York Emergency Conference on Inalien
able Rights as shown by the program, Feb
ruary 12, 1940. 

The Special Committee on Un-American 
Activities, in its report of March 29, 1944 
(pp. 96 and 129), cited the Greater New York 
Emergency Conference on Inalienable Rights 
as a Communist-front which was succeeded 
by the National Federation for Constitu
t ional Liberties. The Committee on Un
American Activities, in its report of Sep
tember 2, 1947 (p. 3), cited the Greater New 
York Emergency Conference on Inalienable 
R ights as among a "maze of organizations" 
which were "spawned for the alleged pur
pose of defending civil liberties in general 
but actually intended to protect Communist 
subversion from any penalties under the 
law." 

A letterhead of the Non-Partisan Commit
tee for the Re-election of Vito Marcantonio 
d ated October 3, 1936 listed Karl N. Llew
ellyn as vice chairman of the organization~ 

The Special Committee on Un-American 
Activities, in its report of March 29, 1944 
(p. 122), cited the Non-Partisan Committee 
for the re-election of Vita Marcantonio as 
a Communist-front organizat ion. 
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An undated letterhead of the International 
Juridical /lssociation listed Prof. Karl Lew
ellyn, New York, as a member of the National 
Committee. 

The Special Committee on Un-American 
Activities, in its report of March 29, 1944 
(p. 149), cited the International Juridical 
Association as "a Communist front and an 
offshoot of the International Labor Defense." 
The Committee on Un-American Activities, 
in its report on the National Lawyers Guild, 
September 17, 1950 (p. 12), cited the Inter
national Juridical Association as an organ
ization which "actively defended· Commu
nists and consistently followed the Commu-
nist Party line." · 

OCTOBER 25, 1955. 
Subject: Shad Poller (Isador Poller), na

tional legal committee, NAACP, 1954. 
The public records, files, and publications 

of this committee contain the following in
formation concerning the subject individual. 
This report should not be construed as rep
resenting the results of an investigation 
by or findings of this committee. It should 
be noted that the individual is not necessar
ily a Communist, a Communist sympathizer, 
or a fellow-traveler unless otherwise indi
cated. 

Who's Who in America (vol. 25, 1948-49, 
p. 1971) shows that Justine Wise Polier mar
ried Shad Polier in 1937. Who's Who in 
American Jewry (vol. 3, 1938-39, p. 818) 
shows that Justine Wise Poller is the daugh
ter of Rabbi Stephen S. Wise and that she 
married Isadore Poller, March 26, 1937, New 
York City. It is noted further that Max 
Lowenthal, a witness during public hearings 
before this committee, September 15, 1950, 
wh~n asked if. he were acquainted with 
Shad Poller, stated: "Yes, he was RB.bbl 
Wise's son-in-law." (Communism in the 
United States Government, pt. 2, p. 2984.) 
Therefore, this report includes references 
from the public records, files and publica
tions of this committee which appear under 
the name, Shad Polier, ·and references which 
appear under the name, Isadore Polier . . 

Shad Poller was named in the election 
c~mpaign letter of ·the Washington, D. c., 
chapter of the National Lawyers Guild, ' 
dated May 18, 1940, as ·a candidate for dele
gate to the national convention of the Guild. 
Convention News for May 1941 (p. 3) listed 
Shad Poller, New York City, as a member 
of the nominations committee of the Na
tional Lawyers Guild Fifth Annual Con
vention at the Book-Cadillac Hotel, Detroit, 
Mich., May 29-June 1, 1941. Shad Polier is 
shown as the · writer of an article in the 
Lawyers Guild Review, vol. VI; pp. 490-491. 

The National Lawyers Guild was cited as a 
Communist-front organization by th'e Special 
Committee on Un-American Activities (Re
port 1311, March 29, 1944, p. 149), and was the 
subject of a separate report by the Commit
tee on Un-American Activities, September 17, 
1950, in which it was cited as a Communist 
front ~hat "is the foremost leg.al bulwark of 
the Communist Party, its front organizations, 
aI,ld controlled unions" and which "since its 
inception has never failed to rally to the 
legal defense of the Communist Party and 
individt;ial members thereof, including 
known espionage agents." 

A letterhead of the International Juridical 
Association, dated May 18, 1942, carries the 
name of Shad Poller, New York, as a member 
of the organization's national committee. 
The Special Committee on Un-American Ac
tivities cited the International Juridical As
sociation as "a Communist front and an off
shoot of the· International Labor Defense" 
(report of March 29, 1944, p. 149); the Com
mittee on Un-American Activities cited the 
International Juridical Association as . an 
organization which "actively defended Com
munists and consistently followed the Com
munist Party line" (report 3123, September 
21, 1950, p. 12). . 

A 1941 membership list of the Washington 
Book Shop, on file with this committee, con
tains the name of Shad Poller, 3610 Idaho 
Avenue NW., Washington, D. c. "The 
Washington Cooperative Book Shop; under 
the name 'The Book Shop Association,' was 
incorporated in the District of Columbia in 
1938. * * * It maintains a bookshop and 
art gallery at 916 Seventeenth Street NW., 
Washington, D. C., where literature is sold 
and meetings and lectures held. Evidence 
of Communist penetration or control is re
flected in the following: Among its stock 
the establishment has offered prominently 
for sale books and literature identified with 
the Communist Party and certain of its 
affiliates and front organizations." (United 
States Attorney General, CONGRESSIONAL R·Ec,. 
ORD, vol. 88, pt. 6, p. 7447). The Attorney 
General also included the Book Shop on 
lists of subversive and Communist organ.
izations furnisJted the Loyalty Review Board 
(press releases of December 4, 1947, and Sep
tember 21, 1948) and redesignated it pur
suant to Executive Order 10450 (memoran
dum of April 29, 1953, released by the Depart
ment of Justice); and included on the April 
1, 1954, consolidated list of organizations 
previously designated. The Special Commit
tee on Un-American Activities also cited the 
Washington Bookshop as a Communist front 
(report of March 29, 194.4, p. 150). 

The news letter of the National Lawyers 
Guild for July 1937 (p. 2) named Isadore 
Poller, New York City, as chairman of the 
guild's committee on constitutional and 
judicial review. A leaflet, What is 'the IJA?, 
contains the name of Isadore Polier as a 
member of the National Committee of · the 
International Juridical Assoch;i.tion . . An un
dated letterhead of the group list.ed him as 
executive director, and this committee's re
port on the National Lawyers Guild, Sep
tember 17, 1950 (p. 13), reported that Isadore 

· Polier was executive director of the Inter.
national Juridical Association at "the time 
of its inception." See citation on page 1. 

The Daily Worker of April 8, 1938 (p. 4), 
reported that Isadore Polier signed a peti
tion, sponsored by the American Friends of 
Spanish Democracy, to lift the arms embargo. 
"In 1937-38, the Communist Party threw 
itself wholeheartedly into the campaign for 
the support of the Spanish Loyalist cause, 
recruiting men and organizing multifarious 
so-called relief organizations * * * such as 
* * * American Friends of Spanish Democ
racy" (report of the special committee dated 
March 29, 1944, p. 82). 

The booklet, These Americans Say (p. 8), 
compiled and published by the Coordinating 
Committee To Lift the Embargo, named Isa:.. 
dore Poller among the representative indi
viduals who advocated lifting the Spanish 
embargo. The Coordinating Committee To· 
Lift the (Spanish) Embargo was cited by the 
Special Committee as one of a number of 
front organizations, set up during the Span
ish Civil War by the Communist Party in the 
United States and through which the party 
carried on a great deal of agitation (report 
of Mareh 29, 1944, pp. 137 and 138). 

OCTOBER 25, 1955. 
Subject: Jawn Sandifer, national legal com

mittee, NAACP, 1954. 
The public records, files, and publications 

of this committee contain the following in
formation concerning the subject individual. 
This report should not be construed as rep
resenting the results of an investigation 
by or findings of this committee. It should 
be noted that the individual is not neces
sarily a Communist, a Communist sympa .. 
thizer, or a. fellow traveler unless otherwise 
indicated. 

The Daily Worker of April 10, 1951 (p. 5)., 
reported that Jawn A. Sandifer was a speaker 
for the National Lawyers Guild. The October 
7, 1952, issue of the Daily Worker (p. 3), 
reported that Jawn L. Sandifer, New York, 

was to lead workshop discussions at the na
tional conference of the National Lawyers 
Guild on civil rights, legislation, and dis
crimination to be held at the Park Sheraton 
Hotel, New York City on October 10, 11, and 
12, 1952. 

The Special Committee on Un-American 
Activities, in its report of March 29, 1944 
(p. 149), cited the National Lawyers ·Guild 
as a Communist-front organization. The 
Committee on Un-American Activities, in its 
report on the National Lawyers Guild, Sep
tember 17, 1950, cited the organiaztion as a 
Communist front, which "is the foremost 
legal bulwark of the Communist Party, its 
front organizations, and controlled unions" 
and which "since its inception has never 
failed to rally to the legal defense of the 
Communist Party and individual members 
thereof, including known espionage agents." 

OC'rO.BER 25, 1955. 
Subject: Sidney R. Redmond, national legal 

committee, NAACP, 1954. 
The public records, files, and publications 

of this committee contai,n the following in
fol'.mation concerning the subject individual. 
This report should not be construed as rep
resenting the results of an investigation 
by or findings of this committee. It should 
be noted that the individual is not neces
sarily a Communist, a Communist sympa
thizer, or a fellow traveler unless otherwise 
indicated. 

S. R. Redmond signed the open letter of 
the National Federation for Constitutional 
Liberties denouncing the Attorney General's 
attack on the Communist Party and deci
sion in th,e Harry Bridg~s case as shown 
by the Daily Worker of July 19, 1942 (p. 
4), and the booklet, 600 Prominent Amer
icans (p. 27). Sidney R. Redmond, editor, 
National Bar Journal, ·St. Louis, Mo., signed 
a statement of the National Federation for 
Constitutional Liberties supporting the War 
Department's order on granting commisions 
"to members of the Armed Forces who have 
been members of or sympathetic to the 
views of the Communist Party" according 
to an undated leaflet, "the only sound policy 
for a democracy" and the Daily Worker, 

· March 19, 1945 (p. 4). 
The Attorney General of the United States 

cited the National Federation for Consti
tutional Liberties as subversive and . Com
munist in letters to the Loyalty Review 
Board, released· December 4, 1947, and Sep- · 
tember 21, 1_94~; redesignated April 27, 1953, 
pursuant to Executive Order No. 10450, and 
included on the April 1, 1954; consolidated 

· list of organizations ·previously designated. 
The Attorney General cited the organiza
tion previously as "part of what Lenin called 
the solar system of organizations, osten
sibly having no connection with the Com
munist Party,. by which Communists attempt 
to create sympatpizers and supporters of 
their program" (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 

· vol. 88, pt. 6, p. 7446). The Special Com:. 
lnittee on Un-American Activities, in its 
report of March 29, 1944 (p. 50), cited the 
National Federation for Constitutional Lib
erties as "one of the viciously subversive 
organizations of the Communist Party." 
The Committee on Un-American Activities, 
in its report of September 2, 1947 (p. 3) , 
cited the National Federation * * * among 
a "maze of organizations" which were 
"spawned for the alleged purpose of defend
ing civil liberties in general but actually in
tended to protect Communist subversion 
from any penalties under the law." 

Subject: George M. Johnson, national legal 
committee, NAACP, 1954. 

The public records, files, and publications 
of this committee contain the following in· 
for:mation concerning the subject individual. 
This report should not be construed as rep
resenting the results of an investigation by 
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or findings of· this committee. It should be 
noted that the individual is not necessarily 
a Communist, a Communist sympathizer, or 
a fellow-traveler unless otherwise indicated. 

George M. Johnson, Washington, D. C., was 
a member of the executive board of the Na.,
tional Lawyers Guild as of 1949. {See the 
committee's report on the National Lawyers 
Guild, p. 18.) . 

The special Committee on Un-American 
Activities, in its report of March 29, 1944 
(p. 149), cited the National Lawyers' Guild 
as a Communist-front organization. The 
Committee on Un-American Activities, in its 
report on the National Lawyers' Guild, Sep
tember 17, 1950, cited the organization as a 
Communist-front which "Is the ;foremost 
legal bulwark of the Communist Party, i~s 
front organizations, and controlled unions" 
and which "since its inception has never 
failed to rally to the legal defense of the 
Communist Party and individual members 
thereof, including kn?wn espionage agents-.'' 

0cTOBER 25, 1955. 
Subject: Edward P. Lovett, national legal 

· committee, NAACP, 1954. 
The public records, files, and publications 

of this committee contain the following in
formation concerning the su~ject .individ
ual. This report should not be construed as 
representing the results of an investigation 
by or findings of this Committee. It should 
be noted that the individual is not necessar
ily a Communist, a Communist sympathizer, 
or a fellow-traveler unless otherwise indi
cated. 

A 1939 membership . list of the National 
Lawyers Guild listed F.ciward P. Lovett, 6~5 
F Street NW., Washington, D. C., as a mem
ber of that organization. 

The Special Committee on Un-American 
Activities, in its report of March 29, 1944 (p. 
149), cited the National Lawyers' Guild as a 
Communist-front organization. The Com
mittee on Un-American Activities, in its re
port on the National Lawyers' Guild, Septem
ber 17, Hl50, cited the organization as a Com
munist front which "is the foremost legal 
bulwark of the Communist Party, its front 
organizations, and controlled unions" and 
which "since its inception has never failed 
to rally to the legal defe.nse of the Commu
nist Party and individual members thereof, 
including known espionage agents." 

OCTOBER 25, 1955. 
Subject: Louis L. Redding, national legal 

committee, NAACP, 1954. 
The public records, files, and publications 

of this committee contain the following in
formati9n concerning the subject individual. 
This report should not be construed as rep
resenting the results of an investigation by 
or- findings of this committee. It should be 
noted that the individual is not necessarily 
a pommunist, a Communist sympathizer, or 
a fellow traveler unless otherwise indicated. 

A 1939 membership list of the National 
Lawyers' Guild listed Louis Redding, 1002 
Franch St., Wilmington, Del., as a member 
of the organization. Louis L. Redding, a 
member of the Delaware bar, was among the 
speakers at a panel session ori' Civil Rights 
and Liberties as part of the National Law
yers' Guild annual convention, February 20-
23, 1953, New York City, according to the 
Daily Worker, February 20, 1953 (p. 6). 

The Special Committee on Un-American 
Activities, in its report of March 29, 1944 
(p. 149), cited the National Lawyers' Guild 
as a Communist front organization. The 
Committee on Un-American Activities, in its 
report on ·the National Lawyers' Guild, Sep
tember 17, 1950, cited the organizatfon as a 
Communist front which "ls the foremost 
legal bulwark of the Communist Party, its 
front organizations, and controlled unions" 
and which "since its inceptfon has never 
!ailed .to rally . to the legal defense of th.e 

. 

Communist Party and individual members 
thereof, including known espionage agents." 

The offi.cial proceedings of the National 
Negro Congress, 1936 (pp. 5, 6, 41}, listed 
Louis L. Redding, Delaware, as ·a member of 
the National Executive Council and a mem
ber of the presiding committee an~ general 
resolutions committee. 

The Attorney General cited the National 
Negro Congress as subversive and Communist 
1n letters released December 4, 1947 and Sep
tember 21, 1948; redesignated April 27, 1953 
and included on the April 1, 1954 consoii
dated list. The organization was cited pre
viously by the Attorney General as a Com
mrunist front (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, vol. 
88, pt. 6, p. 7446). The Special Committee on 
Un-American Activities, in its report of Jan
uary 3, 1939 (p. 81), cited the National Negro 
Congress as "the Communist-front move
ment in the United States among Negroes." 

, 0cTOBER 25, 1955. 
Subject: Joseph B. Robinson, national health 

committee, NAACP, 1954. · 
The public records, files, and publications 

of this committee contain the following ·in
formation concerning the subject individual. 
This. report should not be construed as repre
senting the results of an investigation by or 
findingf! of this committee. It should be 
noted that the individual is not necessarily 
a .Communist, a Communist sympathizer, or 
a fellow-traveler unless otherwise indicate<l. 

One Joseph B. Robinson signed the call for 
the National Emergency Conference, Wash
ington, D. C., May 13 and 14, 1939. 

The special Committee on Un-American 
Activities, in its report of March 29, 1944 (p. 
49), cited the National Emergency Conference 
as a Communist-front organization. The 
Committee on Un-American Activities, in its 
report of September 2, 1947 (p. 12), cite_d 
the National .Emergency Conference as fol
lows: "It will be remembered that during the 
days of the infamous Soviet-Nazi pact, the 
Communists built protective organizations 
known as the National Emergency Confer
ence, the National Emergency Conference for 
Democratic Rights, which culminated in the 
National Federation for Constitutional 
Liberties." 

. 0cTOBER 25, 1955. 
Subject: Dr. Edward L. Young, national 

health committee, NAACP, 1954. 
The public records, files, and publications 

of this committee contain the following in
formation concerning the subject individual. 
This report should not be construed as rep
resenting the results of an investigation by 
or findings of this committee~ It should be 
noted that the individual is not necessarily · 
a Communist, a Communist sympathizer, 
or a fellow-traveler unless otherwise in
dicated. 

Dr. Edward L. Young was an initial spon
sor of the American Peace Crusade as shown 
by letterheads dated February 1951 and 
February 1953. He signed a petition of the 
American Peace Crusade calling on President 
Truman and Congress to seek a big-power 
act as reported by the Daily Worker of Feb
ruary 1, 1952 (p. 1), in which source he was 
identified with the Harvard University Medi
cal School. The Daily Worker of February 
1, 1951 (p. 2), listed Dr. Edward L. Young; 
Committee on Physicians for Improvement 
of Medical Care, Brookline, Mass., as a sponsor 
of the American Peace Crusade. 

The Committee on Un-American Activi
ties, in its statement issued on the March 
of Treason, February 19, 1951, and report on 
the Communist peace offensive, April 1, 1951 
(p. 51), cited the American Peace Crusade 
as an organization which "the Communists 
established" as "a new instrument for their 
peace offensive · in the United State• and 
which was heralded by the Daily Worker 
"with the usual· bold headlines reserved for 

projects in line with the Communist ob
jectives." The Attorney General of the 
United States designated the American Peace 
Crusade January 22, 1954 pursuant to Ex
ecutive Order No. 10450, and included it on 
the April 1, 1954 consolidated list of organi
zations previously designated. 

Dr. Young was a United States sponsor o.t 
the American Continental pangress for 
Peace as shown by an offi.cial leaflet pub
lished by the Congress. 

The Committee on Un-American Activitiea. 
1n its report on the Communist peace offen
sive, April 1, 1951 (p. 21), cited the American 
Continental Congress for Peace ·as "anothe.r 
phase in the Communist 'peace' campaign, 
aimed at consolidating anti-American force.\ 
throughout the Western Hemisphere." 

According to , a statement attached to a 
press release of the Committee for Peaceful 
Alternatives to the Atlantic Pact, dated De· 
cember 14, 1949 (p. 10), Dr. Edward L. 
Young, Committee of Physicians for Im
provement of Medical Care, Brookline, Mass .. 
signed a statement calling for international 
agreement to ban use of atomic weapons. 

The Committee for Peaceful Alternatives 
to the Atlantic Pact was cited by the Com
mittee on Un-American Activities as an or
ganization which was formed as a result of 
the Conference for Peaceful Alternatives to 
the Atlantic Pact and which was located, ac
cording to a letterhead of September 16, 1950, 
at 30 North Dearborn Street, Chicago, Ill.; 
and to further the cause of "Communists in 
the United States" doing "their part in the 
Moscow campaign." . 

A mimeographed petition, attached to a 
letterP,ead o! the Spanish Refugee Appeal 
of the Joint Anti-Fascist Refugee Commit
tee dated May 18, 1951, listed Dr. Edward L. 
Young, Brookline, Mass., as one who signed ·a 
petition to President Truman "to bar mili
tary aid to or alliance with Fascist Spain." 

The Attorney General cited the Joint Antl
Fascist Refugee Committee as subversive and 
Communist in letters to the Loyalty Review 
Board, released December 4, 1947, and Sep
tember 21, 1948; redesignated April 27, 1953, 
and included on the April 1, 1954, consoli
dated list. The special Committee on Un
American Activities, in its report of March 
29, 1944 (p. 174), cited the Joint Anti-Fascist 
Refugee Committee as a Communist-front 
organization. 

Dr. Edward L. Young was shown as a mem
ber of the board -of directors of the National 
Council of the Arts, Sciences, and Professions 
on a leaflet, Policy and Program Adopted by 
the National Convention, 1950, a letterhead 
dated · July 28, 1950, and a letterhead dated 
December 7, 1952 (photostat)-. He · was ·a 
sponsor of the Cultural and Scientific Con
ference for World Peace, New York ·City, 
March 25-27, 1949, as shown by the confer
ence program (p. 13), the conference call, and 
the Daily Worker, February 21, 1949 (p. 9). 
As shown by the conference program (p. 10), 
he spoke at the conference, and according to 
Speaking of Peace, edited report of the con
ference (p. 49), Dr. Young introduced the 
discussion on psychiatric aspects of today's 
international crisis. He signed a statement 
supporting a rehearing of the case of the 
Communist leaders before the Supreme Court 
and protesting the Smith Act as shown by 
We Join Black's Dlssent, a reprint of an 
article from the St. Louis Post-Dispatch, 
June 20, 1951, by the National Council of the 
Arts, Sciences, and Professions. The Daily 
Worker of February 28, 1949 (p. 2) reported 
that Dr. Young was a speaker for the National 
Council of ·the Arts, Sciences, and Profes
sions. He signed a statement of the or, 
ganization as shown by the CONGRESSIONAL 
!RECORD, volume 95, part 7, page 9435. He 
signed a resolution against atomic weapons 
released by the National Council &.S shown by 
a mimeographed list of signers attached to a 
letterhead of July 28, 1950. He signed a peace 
appeal in a drive of the National and New 



/ 

3252 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD - HOUSE February 23. 

York Councils of the Arts, •. • •, as report:.. 
ed in the Daily Worker of May rn; 1952 (p. 2). 

The Committee on Un-American Activi
ties, in its report of April 19, 1949 (p. 2), 
cited the National Council of the Arts, 
Sciences, and Professions as a Communist
front organization. In. this report, Review 
of the Scientific and Cultural Conference for 
World Peace, the committee cited the con
ference as a Communist front which "was 
actually a supermobilization of the inveter
ate wheelhorses and supporters of the Com
munist Party and its auxiliary organiza .. 
tions." 

As shown by an undated leaflet, "Promi
nent Americans Call For • • *" (re·cei_ved by 
this committee September 11, 1950), and the 
Daily Worker of Aug. 10, 1950 (p. 1), Dr. 
Edward L. Young signed the World Pea~e 
Appeal. 

The Committee on Un-American Activities, 
in its report on the Communist peace offen.
sive, April 1, 1954 (p. 34), cited the World 
Peace Appeal as a petition campaign launched 
by the permanent committee of the World 
Peace Congress at its meeting .in Stockholm, 
March 16-19, 1950; as having "received tb,e 
enthusiastic approval of every sec~ion of tb,e 
international Communist hierarchy"; as hav
ing been lauded hi the Communist press, 
putting "every individual Communist on no
tice that h ·e 'has the duty to rise to this 
appeal'"; and as having received the official 
endorsement of the Supreme Soviet of the 
U. s. S. R., which has been echoed by the 
governing bodies of every Communist satel
lite country, and by all Communist Parties 
throughout the world." 

The following is quoted from a "State
ment of Principles for the Defense of Democ
racy Against McCarthyism," .as reported by 
the Daily Worker of March 31, 1954 (p. 8) : 

"Minority opinion is being suppressed by 
such devices as blacklisting, dismissal from 
employment, and even jailing. 

"Teachers, lawyers, doctors, writers, artists, 
actors, and other professionals should be 
free to practice their professions without 
discrimination because of their political be
liefs or associations, whether they be Repub
lican, Democrat, Socialist, or Communist." 

The Daily Worker_· article reported that 
"the signers of the statement urge support 
for an eight-point program, including aboli
tion of the Attorney General's list of 'sub
versive organizations,' reinstatement of 
teachers . dismissed in recent inquiries, and 
amnesty for those in jail on charges of 'con
spiracy to teach and advocate' their political 
views." Dr. Edward L. Young, Brookline, 
Mass., was named as a signer. 

The call to a bill of rights conference . 
New York City, July 16 and 17, 1949, named 
Dr. Edward L. Young, Massachusetts General 
Hospital, as a sponsor. Elizabeth Gurley 
Flynn, a member of the national committee 
of the Communist Party, in writing about 
the conference for her column in the Daily 
Worker (July 25, 1949, p. 8), stated that one 
of the highlights of the conference was the 
fight for the 12 defendants in the current 
Communist cases. She reported that seven 
of the defendants were present and partici
pated actively. The · New York Times 
(July 18, 1949, p. 13) reported that "the 20 
resolutions adopted unanimously by the 
2-day conference registered opposition to 
the conspiracy trial of the 11 Communist 
leaders, the Presidential loyalty order • • • 
deportation for political belief • • • among 
others. The conference also called for an 
end to the investigation by the Federal Bu
reau of Investigation into political, rather 
than criminal, activities." · 

. OCTOBER 25, 1955. 
Subject: Viola Bernard, national health 

committee, NAACP, 1954. 
The public records, files and publications 

o! this committee contain the following in· 

formation concerning the · subject individ
ual. This report should not be construed 
as representing the results of an investiga
tion by or findings of this committee. It 
should be rioted that the individual is not 
necessarily a Communist, a Communist sym
pathizer, or a fellow traveler unless other
wise indicated. 

The Daily Worker of April 8, 1938 (p. '4), 
listed Viola Bernard as one who signed a 
petition of the American Friends of Spanish 
Democracy to lift the arms embargo. · 

The special Committee on Un-American 
Activities, in its report of March 29, 1944 
(p. 82), cited the American Friends of Span
ish Democracy as follows: "In 1937-38, the 
Communist Party threw itself wholeheart.
edly into. the campaign for the support of 
the Spanish loyalist cause, recruiting men 
and organizing multifarious so-called relief 
organizations ·• • • such as • • • American 
F~iends of Spanish Democracy." 

OCTOBER 25, 1954. 
Subject: Dr. John P. Peters, national health 

committee, NAACP, 1954. 
The public records, files, and publications 

Of this committee contain the following in
formation concerning the subject individual. 
This report should not be construed as repre
senting the results of an investigation by or 
findings of this committee. It should be 
noted that the individual . is not necessarily 
a Communist, a Communist sympathi1zer, or 
a fellow traveler unless otherwise indicated. 

The Communist Daily Worker, on March~. 
1941 (p. 2), printed the text of a statement 
signed by "450 leading figures in America 
urging the President and Congress to uphold 
the constitutional rights of the Communist 
Party of the Vnited States." Prof. John· P. 
Peters, New Haven, Conn., was listed among 
the signers. The statement said, in part: 

"The Communist Party has been submit
ting itself to the franchise of the American 
people for 20 years. For .all that time its 
program and its activities are an open record. 
In the few cases in which one of its members 
has been tried for advocating force and vio
lence, the evidence has not been about any
thing they have done, nor about the party 
program, but about the writings of earlier 
Communists, and in particular th~ implica
tions drawn from these by the prosecu
tion. • • • Consequently we, who · are not 
Communists, whose concern goes beyond the 
preservation of their constitutional rights to 

. the maintenance of the democratic way of 
life as the road into the future, urge you, the 
President, to exercise your authority and in
fluence to prevent those under you from 
stimulating Un-American actions against 
Communists by undemocratic . utter
ances • • •." 

.The following is quoted from a Statement . 
of Principles for the Defense of Democracy 
Against McCarthyism, as reported by the 
Daily Worker of March 31, 1954 (p. 2) : 

"Minority opinion is being suppressed by 
such devices as blacklisting, dismissal from 
employment, and even jailing • • •. 

"Teachers, lawyers, doctors, writers, artists, 
actors and other professionals should be free 
to practice their professions without dis
crimination because of their political beliefs 
or associations. whether they be Republican, 

· Democrat, Socialist, or Communist." 
The Daily Worker article reported that "the 

signers of the statement urge support for an 
eight-point program including abolition of 
the Attorney General's list of 'subversive or
ganizations,' reinstatement of teachers dis
missed in recent inquiries, and amnesty for 
those in jail on charges of ' "conspiracy to 
teach and advocate" their _political views.'" 
Dr. John P. Peters, New Haven, was named as 
a sig_ner. · · 

T!!"e files of this committee contain an 
undated "Open Letter to t.be Members of t~e 
83d Congress of the United States" mimeo-

graphed. on. tlie ·1ett'erhead of the National 
Committee to Repeal the McCarran Act (In
ternal_ Security Act of 1950). The letter 
(received by the committee i.n January 1953) 
urged support of "legislation seeking repeal 
of the McCarran Act (the Internal Security 
Act of 1950) ." The letter said, in part: 

"We ask this because we .believe that it 
is the essence of our American democratic 
tradition that the right of dissent is basic · 
to our democratic institutions; that the .peo
ple and not the government shall judge the 
merit of ideas; that the people shall be free 
to organize into 'political, religious or eco
nomic _associations without governmental 
restraint; that men may be punished for 
crimes they commit but never for opip.ions 
they hold • • *" 

Dr. John P. Peters. was named as a signer. 
.The Daily Worker of July 27, 1953 (p. 8), 

reported that "Initiators and sponsors of the 
National Committee to Repeal the McCarran 
Act made public yesterday an open letter 
to President Eisenhower asking him to urge 
Congress 'to repeal or thoroughly revise' the 
Mccarren-Walter Immigration Act." Dr. 
John P. Peters, New Haven, was listed among 
the signers. . 

According to the Daily Worker of February 
25, 1942 (pp. 1 and 4), John P. Peters was a 
signer of a call issued by the National Free 
Browder Congress. Th.e special Committee 
on Un-American Activities cited that con
gress as a Communist front which arranged 
to meet March 28-29, 1942. Earl Browder 
was general secretary of the Communist 
Party, United States of America, who had 
been convicted and sentenced to Atlanta 
Federal Penitentiary for passport fraud (re
port of March 29, 1944, pp. 69; 87, and 132). 

An unda~ed leaflet published by the Citi
zens Committee to Free Earl Browder named 

· as one of those who appealed to President 
Roosevelt for justice in the Browder case 
John P. Peters, professor of internal medi
cine, Yale Medical School, and secretary of 
the Committee of Physicians for Improve
. ment of Medical Care. The Citizens Com
mittee to Free Earl Browder was cited as 
Communist by the United States Attorney 
General (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, vol. 88, 
pt. 61 p. 7447; letter to Loyalty Review 
Board, released April .27, 1949). It was in
cluded in a consolidated list of organizations 
previously designated pursuant to Executive 
Order No. 10450, compiled from memoranda 
of the Attorney General dated April 29, July 
15, September 28, 1953, and January. 22, 1954 
(indicated in citations hereinafter by •) • 

The· Daily Worker of July 19, 1942 (p. 4), 
reported that John P. Peters was a signer 
of an onen letter in defense of Harry Bridges, 
cited as a Communist front by the Special 
Committee on Un-American Activities (re
port of March 29, 1944, pp. 87, 112, 129, and 
166). 

On the back of lette~heads dated June 8, 
1943, and January 10, 1944, Prof. John P. 
Peters, Yale University, was a committee 
member or sponsor of the Citizens Victory 
Committee for Harry Bridges (ibid., p. 97). 

It was reported in the Daily Worker of 
December ~o. 1952 (p. 4), that Professor 
Peters was a signer of an appeal to President 
Truman requesting amnesty for leaders of 
the Communist Party convicted under the 
Smith Act. 

Dr. John P. Peters, of the Yale Univ~rsity 
School of Medicine, was a sponsor of the Bill 
of Rights Conference, New York City, July 
16-17, 1949, according to the Daily Worker, 
July 1, 1949 (p. 5) •. and the call to the con
ference. Elizabeth Gurley Flynn, member of 
the National' Committee of the Communist 
Party, in writing about the conference for 
her column in the Daily Worker (July 25, 
1949_, p. 8), stated that one of the highlights 
of the c_onference was the fight for the 12 
defendants in the curren~ .Communist cases. 
She reported that seven of the defendan~ 
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were present and participated actively. The 
New York Times (July 18, 1949, p. 13) report
ed that "the 20 resolutions adopted unani
mously by the 2-day conference registered 
opposition to the conspiracy trial of the 11 
Communist leaders, the Presidential loyalty 
order • • • deportation for political be
lief • • • among others. The conference 
also called for an end to investigations by 
the Federal Bureau of Investigation into po
litical, rather than criminal activities." 

Soviet Russia Today, in its issue of Sep
tember 1939, printed the text of an open let
ter calling for closer cooperation with the 
Soviet Union. The letter was quoted as say
ing: "The Soviet Union continues as always 
to be a consistent bulwark against war and 
aggression, and works unceasingly for the 
goal of a peaceful international order." Dr. 
John P. Peters, department of internal medi· 
cine, Yale University Medical School, was 
listed as a signer. Soviet Russia Today was 
cited as a Communist front by the Special 
Committee on Un-American Activities (re
port of March 29, 1944, p. 167; June 25, 1942, 
p. 21) and by the Committee on Un-Ameri
can Activities (report No. 1953, April 26, 1950, 
p. 108). 

Dr. Peters was a sponsor of the National 
Council of American-Soviet Friendship, as 
shown by the call to the Congress of Ameri
can-Soviet Friendship, November 6-8, 1943 
(p. 4), and a memorandum isued by the 
council, March 18, 1946. Soviet Russia Today 
reported (June 1943, p. 21) that he was a 
signer of an open letter to the American 
people, sponsored by the council. The At
torney General cited the National Council of 
American-Soviet Friendship as subversive 
and Communist (letters to the Loyalty Re
view Board, released June l, 1948, and Sep
tember 21, 1948; 8eptember 11, 1950). In 
its report of March 29, 1944, p. 156, the spe
cial Committee on Un-American Activities 
said: "In recent months, the Communist 
Party's principal front for all things Russian 
has been known as the National Council for 
American-Soviet Friendship." 

According to a letterhead dated September 
22, 1939, John P. Peters was a member of 
the National Committee of the American 
Committee for Democracy · and Intellectual 

.Freedom. A mimeographed sheet attached 
to a letterhead dated January 17, 1940, named 
hill! as a signer of a ·petition sponsored by 
the organization. The American Committee 
for Democracy and Intellectual Freedom was 
cited as a Communist front which defended 
Communist teachers (Special Committee on 
Un-American Activities, reports of June 25, 
1942, p . 13, and March 29, 1944, p. 87). 

John P. Peters was listed as a signer of an 
appeal sponsored by the National Federation 
for Constitutional Liberties, urging the Gov
ernor of California to dismiss charges against 
Sam Adams Darcy, Communist leader, in a 
report which appeared in the Daily Worker, 
December 19, 1940. The article said (p. 5): 

"Darcy was recently extradited by Califor
nia authorities from Pennsylvania, where he 
was State chairman of the Communist Party. 
He faces up to 14 years imprisonment for a 
minor inaccuracy in his registration as a 
voter in California. in 1934." 

This committee's report on Civil Rights 
Congress as a Communist-front organiza
tion, September 2, 1947, contains & reprint of 
a statement (from PM, March 3, 1947, p. 
20) by "outstanding Americans" who urged 
the President to "effect immediate release of 
Gerhart Eisler:," a German Communist. Prof. 
John P. Peters, Yale Medical School, was 
named as one of those joining in the state
ment. 

A letterhead dated April 6, 1939, showed 
Dr. John P. Peters as a national sponsor of 
the American League for Peace and Democra
cy. That organization was cited as subver-

. sive and Communist by the Attorney Gel).eral 
(lette.rs ~the Loyalty Review ~9ard released 

June 1, 1948, and September 21, 1948; CoN
GRESSIONAL RECORD, vol. 88, pt. 6, pp. 7442 and 
7443). The Special Committee on Un
American Activities called it "the largest 
of the Communist 'front' movements in the 
United States • • • Earl Browder was its 
vice president • • •. An examination of 
the program of the American League will 
show that the organization was nothing 
more nor less than a bold advocate of trea
son" (reports of January 3, 1939, pp. 69-71, 
and March 29, 1944, p. 37.) 

A pamphlet, Relighting the Lamps of 
China, named John P. Peters as a medical 
sponsor of the China Aid Council, cited by 
the Special Committee on Un-American Ac
tivities as a subsidiary of the American 
League for Peace and Democracy (report of 
June 25, 1942, p. 16). 

Professor Peters was a signer of an open 
letter sponsored by the National Emergency 
Conference for .Democratic Rights, according 
to a report in the Daily Worker, May 13, 1940, 
pp. 1 and 5. In its report of September 2, 
1947, p. 12, the Committee on Un-American 
Activities said: "It will be remembered that 
during the days of the infamous Soviet-Nazi 
pact, the Communist built protecting organ
izations known as the National Emergency 
Conference, the National Emergency Confer
ence for Democratic Rights, which culmi
nated in the National Federation for Con
stitutional Liberties." The organization 
was also cited by the special committee, in 
its report of March 29, 1944, pp. 48 and 102. 

As reported in the foregoing, Professor 
Peters was named as a signer of an appeal 
sponsored by the National Federation for 
·constitutional Liberties in Behalf of Sam 
Darcy. A booklet, "600 Prominent Ameri
cans" (p. 27), names him as a signer of an 
open letter sponsored by the federation, 
urging the President to rescind "the Attor
ney General's ill-advised, arbitrary, and un
warranted findings relative to the Commu
nist Party" and Harry Bridges. An advertise
ment in the New York Times, April 1, 1946 
(p. i6), listed him as a signer of a statement 
sponsored by the federation, opposing use 
of injunctions in labor disputes. The Attor
ney General stated that the National Federa
tion for Constitutional Liberties was "part 
of what Lenin called - the solar system of 
organizations, ostensibly having no connec
tion with the Communist Party, by which 
Communists attempt to create sympathizers 
and supporters of their program" ( CONGRES
SIONAL RECORD, vol. 88, pt. 6, p. 7446; 
also cited in letters to the Loyalty Review 
Board released December 4, 1947, and Sep
tember 21, 1948). The Committee on Un
American Activities reported that it was 
among a maze of organizations which were 
"spawned for the alleged purpose of defend
ing civil liberties in general, but actually 
intended to prote;ct Communist subversion 
from any penalties under the law" (report 
No. 1115, September 2, 1947, p. 3). The 
special Committee on Un-American Activities 
called it one of the viciously subversive or
ganizations of the Communist Party (report 
of March 29, 1944, p. 50). 

A letterhead dated November 18, 1936, 
named John P . Peters as a member of the 
doctors committee on the medical bureau, 
American Friends of Spanish Democracy. 

' New Masses reported (January 5, 1937, p. 31) 
that he was a member of the professional 
committee of that organization. Letterheads 
d a ted July 6, 1938, and January 30, 1939, 
named him as a sponsor of the medical bu
reau and North American Committee To Aid 
Spanish Democracy (see· also New Masses, 
May 18, 1937, p. 25). "In 1937-38, the Com
muFJ.ist Party threw itself wholeheartedly 
into the campaign 'for the support of the 

·Spanish Loyalist cause, recruiting men and 
organizing multifarious so-called relief · or
ganiZ'attons" ' (Special Committee on Un

·Am.erican Activities, repo~·t of March 29, 1944, 

p. 82). The organizations named in this 
paragraph were among those referred to in 
the citation. 

A booklet, "These Americans Say: 'Lift the 
Embaro Against Republican Spain,' " the 
material for which was compiled and pub
lished by the Coordinating Committee To 
Lift the Embargo, named John P. Peters as 
a representative individual who "in the 
name of true neutrality, in the cause of 
world peace and democracy," advocated lift
ing the embargo on the sale of arms to Spain. 
The Coordinating Committee was cited by 
the Special Committee on Un-American Ac
tivities as one of a number of front organi
zations set up during the Spanish Civil War 
by the Communist Party in the United States 
(report of March 29, 1944, pp. 137 and 138). 

According to a letterhead dated November 
16, 1939, John P. Peters was a sponsor of the 
Medical Aid Division of the Spal,l.ish Refugee 
Relief Campaign, cited as a Communist front 
(Special Committee on Un-American Activi
ties, report of Jan. 3, 194-0, p. 9). 

The Daily Worker of December 24, 1944 
(p. 14), named Dr. John P. Peters as an 
initiating sponsor of the Independent Citi
zens Committee of the Arts, Sciences, and 
Professions. A letterhead of the Connecticut 
ICCSAP listed him as a council member. 
Letterheads of May 28, 1946, and November 
26, 1946, named him as a member of the 
board of directors of the ICCSAP. The Com
mittee on Un-American Activities cited the 
Independent Citizens Committee of the Arts, 
Sciences, and Professions as a Communist 
front (Review of the Scientific and Cultural 
Conference for World Peace, H. Rept. No. 
1954, Apr. 26, 1950, p. 2; H. Rept. 378, Apr. 
25, 1951, pp. 11 and 12). 

Dr. Peters was named as a sponsor of the 
Cultural and Scientific Conference for World 
Peace, New York City, March 25-27, 1949, 
which was arranged by the National Council 
of the Arts, Sciences, and Professions (con
ference call; conference program, p. 13). 
The Daily Worker of May 16, 1952 (p. 2), 
reported that he was a signer of the Peace 
Appeal in the spring peace drive of the 
National and New York Councils of the Arts, 
Sciences, and Professions. The National 
Council of the Arts, Sciences, and Professions 
was cited as a Communist front by the Com
mittee on Un-American Activities (H. Rept. 
1954, Apr. 26, 1950, p. 2). 

OCTOBER 25, 1955. 
Subject: Dr . . Russell L. Cecil, national health 

committee, NAACP, 1954. 
The public records, files, and publications 

of this committee contain the following in
formation concerning the subject individual. 
This report should not be construed as rep
resenting the results of an invest:i.gation by 
or findings of this committee. It should be 
noted that the individual is not necessarily 
a Communist, a Communist sympathizer, or 
a fellow-traveler unless otherwise indicated. 

A pamphlet, "Relighting the Lamps of 
China," listed Russell L. Cecil as a medical 
sponsor of the China Aid Council. 

The special Committee on Un-American 
Activities, in its report of June 25, 1942 
(p. 16), cited the China Aid Council as a 
"subsidiary" of the American League for 
Peace and Democracy, cited as subversive 
and Communist by the Attorney Ger..3ral of 
the United States in letters to the Loyalty 
Review Board, released June 1 and E?eptem
ber 21, 1948; redesignated April 27, 1953, 
pursuant to Executive Order No. 10450, and 
included on the April 1, 1954, consolidated 
'list of organizations previously designated. 
The organization was cited previously by the 
Attorney General as established in the 
United States in 1937 as successor to the 
American League Against War and Fascism 
"in an effort to create public sent iment on 
behalf of a foreign policy adapted to the 
interests of the Soviet Unl.on • • •" (CON
GRESSIONAL RECORD, vol. £8, pt. 6, pp. 7442 
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tm.4· 7443} •. , The Sped.al C<;>mmittee c;>n 'P'n
/1m~rica.n. Activ~ties. in its :"eport Otf January 
3, 193!;1 (pp. 69-71), cited the Amer~~an 
l,.eague . for Peace and Democracy . as the 
Iargest of the Communist 'front' movements 
1n the United States. • • . •." 

Ocrom:a. 25, 1955. 
Subject: Dr. C. Herbert Marsh~U, national 

· health. commit.tee, NAACP, 1954. 
· The public records, files, a:nd! publications 
<Jf this committee contain U1e following in
formation concerning the subject individual. 

. This report should not be ~onstru.ed as rep
resenting the results o:r an in vest1ga tion by 
or findings of this committee1• It should be 
noted that the individual is not necessarily 
a Communist, a Commulillst sympathizer, or 
a fellow-traveler unless otherwise indicated. 

A membership list of the American League 
for Peace and Democracy which was com
piled by the special Committee on Un
Amerfcan Activities from original records of 
the organization, subpoenaed in 1939 by the 
·committee, contains the name· of ·one · C. 
Herbert Marsha;ll, of · 2712 P Street NW., 
Washington, D. 0. 

The Attorney General of the United States 
cited the American League for · Peace and 
Democracy as subversive and Communist in 
letters to the Loyalty Revl.ew Board, released 
June 1 and September 21, 1948. The Attor
ney General redesignated the organization 
April 27, 1953, pursuant to Executive Order 
No. 10450, and included it on the April 1, 
1954, consolidated list of organfzattons pre
viously designated. The organization· was 
tited previously by the Attorney General as 
established in the United States in 1937 as 
succeesor to the American League Against 
War and Fascism ''in an effort to create 
public sentiment on behalf of ·a foreign pol
icy adapted to the interests of the Soviet 
Union" (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, vol. 88, 
pt. 6, pp. 7442 and 7443). The Special 
Committee on Un-American ActiVities, in its 
report of January 3, 1939 (pp. 69-71), cited 
the American League for Peace and Democ
racy as "the largest of the Cbmmunist 'front.' 
niovements in the United States. • • *'" 

C. Herbert Marshall was shown as a spon
sor of the Washington Citizens Committee 
to Free Earl Browder in an advertis.ement of 
the organization which appeared in the 
Washington Post of May 1942 (p. 9)._ ·· "When 
Ea:rl Browder (then general secretary, Com
munist Party) was in Atlanta. Penitentiary 
serving a sentence involving·~ his fraudulent 
passpoPts • . the Communist .Party's front 
which agitated for his release was known as 
the Citizens' Committee to Free Earl Brow
der • • • Elizabeth Gurley Flynn, one of 
the few outstanding women leaders of the 
Communist Party in this country, headed 
it" (special Committee on Un-American Ac
tivities, report, March 29, 1944, pp. 6 and 55). 
The Citizens' Committee to Free Earl Brow
der was cited as Communist by the Attorney 
General in a letter released April 27, 1949; 
redesignated April 27, 1953, and included on 
the April 1, 1954. consolidated list. 

The call to a conference on .civil rights, 
April 20-21, 1940 (p. 4), lis~s C. Herbert 
Marshall, M. D., as a sponsor of the Washing
ton Committee for Democratic Action, under 
whose auspices the conference was held. A 
letterhead of the organization, dated April 
.26, 1940, also shows C. Herbert Marshall as a 
sponsor. In 1941, Dr. C. Herbert Marshall 
was a member of the executive committee 
of the Washington Committee for Demo
cratic Action, according to a letterhead 
dated May 23, 1941. . 

The Attorney General .cited the Washing
ton Committee .for Democratic Action as 
subversive and Communist in letters released 
December 4, 1947, and September 21, 194&; 
redesignated April 27, 1953, and included on 
the April 1, 1954, consolidated list. The or
ganization .was cited previously by the At- __ 

. - -· _,_, 

:torney General a& a~ .· "~ftlliate" . or .. "'local 
chapter" of the.National Fedeyation f.or Co.n
stitutional Liberties., "The p~9gram qf the 
Washington-committee :followed that of. the 
national federation. National Communist. 
leaders have addresseq.. its meetings, and con
ferences sponsored by it. ha'\Je been attended 
by representat-ives oi proml.nent .Communist
:front organizations" (CONGRESSI,ONAL RECOR». 
vol. 88. pt~ ·6. p. 'i448}. The Spe.cia:l Commit
tee on Un-American Activities, in its report 
of June 25, 1942 '(p. 22) -, cited the Washing
ton Committee .for Democratic Action as 
follows· "When the American League for 
Peace ~~d. Democracy wa.s d.ii:;solved in Feb
ruary 1940 its successor in Washington was 
called. the Washington Committee for Demo
cratic Action." 

As shown by an advertisement in the 
Washington .Pos.t,. May 18, 1948 {p. 15) • Dr. 
c. Herbert Marshall signed a statement 
against the Mundt anti-Communist bill. 

FEBRUARY i3, 1956. 
Subject: Gloster Current. director of branch 

department, NAACP, 195.4. · 
.'Ji'he public records, files, and publications 

of this committee contain, the following in
formation concerning the suhjec.t individual. 
This report should not be construed as rep
resenting the. results of an investigation. by 
or findings of this committee; It should be 
noted that the individual is not necessarily 
a Communist, a. Communist sympathl.zer, or 
a fellow-traveler unless otherwise. indicated. 

. Gloster Current and his orches.tra -.were 
scheduled to play ·at . the Independence· Day 
picnic to be held July 3-4, 1938, under · the 
auspices of the Communist Party of Michi
gan, according to a leaflet entitled "Where's 
Everybody GC?ing?" which announced the 
picnic. . 

The Civil Rights Federation (affiliated with 
the National Federation for Constitutional 
Liberties) issued a call . to. a statewide con.
ference, · September 12, 1943, in Detroit, 
Mich.; the name of Gloster Current appeared 
on the call in. a list of sponsors and he was 
identified as secretary, Na.tional Association 
for the Advancement of Colored People, 
Detroit chapter. · 

The Attorney General of the United States 
cited the Michigan Civil Rights Federation 
as an affiliate of the Communist :front, the 
National Federation fo.r ·Constitutional Lib
erties; and as a subversive and Communist 
organization which has been succeeded by 
and now operates as the Michigan chapter 
of the Civil Rights Congress. ·(CoNGRES
sION.AL RECORD, vol. 88, pt. 6, p. 7446; and 
press releases of Decepiber 4, 1947, June 
1 and September 21, 1948; ~lso included on 
his consolidated list of organizations.) The 
Special Committee on Un-American Activi
ties and the Committee on Un-American 
Activities cited the Michigan Civil Rights 
Federation as a Commun'ist-front organiza
tion. (From Report No. 1311 of the Special 
Committee on Un-American ActiVities, dated 
March 29, 1944; and Report No. 1115 of the 
Committee on Un-American Activities, dated 
September 2, 1947.) · · 

In July 1947 Mr. Walter S. Steele testi~ed 
1.n public hearings before this committee, 
at which time he named Gloster Current of 
the National Association for the Advance
ment of Colored People as a council member 
from the United States to the World Fed
eration of Democratic Youth (from Steele 
testimony, p. 81) • 

The World. Federation of Democratic 
Youth was founded in London in November 
1945 by delegates from over 50 nations. 
From the outset, . the World Federatton of 
Democratic Youth demonstrated that it was 
far more interested in serving as a p-xessure 
group in behalf of Soviet foreign policy than 
it was in the specific problems of interna
tional youth. (Fron:i Report, No .. 2.71 of the 
Committee on Un-'American Acti-vi ties dated 
April 17, 1947.) .1 . . 

_ '"' , , ,_ , FEBRU~~ ; 13. 1~~6. 
SUbJect: Ruby ::Hur:tey. s.qµth.e~t regional 

·secretary • . Birmingham_ Ala.,; NAACP. 
1954.: ). 

The public; rec.ords, files, and publtcaitim1s 
of this committee contain the following in
·formation oo~cerning the. sQbject individual. 
This report should not be construed as rep
resenting the results of an investigation by 
or .findings. pf this committee. It. should. be 
noted that the individual is not necessarily 
a Communist, a Communist .sym.pathizer, or 
a fellow traveler unless otherwise indicated. 
' Ruby Huriey was a sponsor of . the World 
:Youth. Festival, Prague., July-August 1947, 
:as shown by the World Youth Festival, page 
7, and the booklet, the Bright Face of Peace, 
published by . the United . States Committee 
ior the World Youth Festival • . As shown by 
the ·can to World Youth Festival (p .. 3):; the 
f .es.tival; held in Prague from July 20 .to ·Au
gust. 17, 1947, was sponsored by the World 
Federation of. Democratic· Youth ' and the 
-International: Union of Students. 
, The .Committee on Un-American Actlv-

. itles, in its. report of April 17, 1947 (pp .. 12 
and: 1a), cited th& .World .Federation of 
Democratic Youth as follows: "The AYD 
"(:American. Youth for Democracy) ts amliated 
with · the World Federation of Democratic 
Youth, which- was founded in London: in 
November 19'45 by delegates from over 50 
nationa. • • • .From· .the · outset the. World 
·Federation · of Democratic Youth · demon-

. strated that. it was . Jax more interested" in 
serving as a ·pressuTe group in behalf of.S?v
·iet foreign policy than 1t· was in the specific 
"l;>t6blems of international: youth" . . 
, : The International Union of Students was 
<:ited as follows by; the Committee on Un
·Anierican ·Activities in its· report of. April 
17, 1947 (p. · 13) : ''The World Federation of 
Democratfo Youth brought Into being ·the 
International Union of Students, which held 
a meeting in Prague on August ·17-31, ·194~. 
The administration and direction of t.hlS 
project. was entrusted' to a l '1-man executive 
committee, of whom 12 were known Com,. 
munists." 

FEBRUARY 13, 1956. 
Subject: Franklin H. Wiiliams, west-:-coast 
' regional ' s~cre'tai:y, c·ouns~l, ~an Fran

ciscd cailf:; NAACP, f954. . · 
The public recortls, ·:files, and pub~i?atlons 

of this committee contain the followmg in
formation concerning the subjec~ individual. 
This report should n.ot be con,strued as rep
·resentirig the results of an investigation by 
or findings of this committee. It should be 
noted that the individual is not necessarily a. 
Communist, a Communis.t sympathizer; · or a 
fellow traveler unless otherWi~e indicated, 

Franklin H. Williams was a member of the 
executive board, New ' York committ.ee, 
Southern Conference for Human Welfare; as 
shown on an undated leaflet entitled "';I'he 
South Is Closer Than You' Think," published 
·by the New York office and received for com
mittee files about February 1947. 
. The . Special Committee on Un-American 
Activities, in its report of March 29, 1944 (p. 
147), cited the Southern Conference for Hu
man Welfare as a Communist front. which re
ceived money from the · Rol;>ert Marshall 
. Foundation, one of the principal sources of 
funds by which many Communis.t fronts 
operate. The Committee on Un-American 

. Activities, fn ·its. report of June 12, 1947, cited 
the Southern .Con!erenc.e for Human Wel
fare as a Communist-front organization 
"which seeks to attract . southern liberals .on 
the basis of .its seeming intex:est in. t.he prob
lems of the south" although, iti; "professed 
interest in southern welfare is -simply an· ex-

· pedient !or larger aims serving the Seviet 
·union and its subservient Communist Party 
in the. Uni,.ted States:• . 

The Daily. Worker, in Its issues.of December 
16, 1947 (p. 10} .and December ·21. 1947 (p. ·4), 
reported .that Franklin Williams; New York 
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State chairman, American Veterans' Commit
tee, was a speaker at a rally protesting the 
barring of Howard Fast from speaking at stu
dent campus rallies at Columbia University, 
Brooklyn, and City Colleges. Fast was barred 
from speaking because he was under a 3-
month jail sentence for contempt of Con
gress. 

OCTOBER 25, 1955. 
Subject: U. S. Tate, regional special counsel 

for southwest, Dallas, Tex., NAACP, 1954. 
The public records, files, . and publications 

of this committee contain the following in
formation concerning the subject individual. 
This report should not be construed as rep
reseAting the results of an investigation by 
or findings of this committee. It should be 
noted that the .individual is not necessarily 
a Communist, a Communist sympathizer, or 
a fellow traveler unless otherwise indicated. 

According to the program, Second National 
·Negro Congress, October . 1937, .u . . Simpson 
Tate was chairman of a discussion group at 
the congress. In the material pre.par!'!d by 
Walter S. Steele and submitted . in. connec
tion with his testimony before the special 
Committee on Un-American Activities on 
August 17, 1938, U. Simpson Tate was named 
as having been elected national treasurer of 
the National Negro Congress at the second 

.congress (public hearings, p. 626). 
The Attorney General of the United States 

cited the National Negro Congress cs sub
versive and Communist in · letters to the 
Loyalty Review Board, released December 4, 
1947 and September 21, 1948; redesignated 
April 27, 1953, pursuant to Executive Order 
No. 10450, and included on the April 1, 1954 
consolidated list of organizations previously 
designated. The Attorney General cited the 
organization previously as a Communist 

. front (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, vol. 88, pt. 6, 
·:p. 7447). The Special Committee on Un
American Activities, in its report of' January 
3, 1939 (p. 81), cited the National Negro 
Congress as "the Communist-front move
ment in the United States among Negroes." 

FEBRUARY 13, 1956. 
Subject: Thurgood Marshall, special counsel, 

NAACP, 1954. 
The public records, files, arid publications 

of this committee contain the following in
formation concerning the subject individual. 
This report should not be construed as rep
resenting the results of an investigation by 
or findings of this committee. It should 
be noted that the individual is not neces
sarily a Communist, a Communist sympa
thizer, or a fellow ·traveler unless otherwise 
indicated. 

Thurgood Marshall was a member of the 
national committee of the International 
Juridical Association, as shown in the pam
phlet, What Is the I. J. A.? The special 
Committee on Un-American Activities cited 
the International Juridical Association as 
"a Communist front and an offshoot of the 
International Labor Defense" (Rept. No. 1311, 
dated March 29, 1944). In a report on the 
National Lawyers Guild, prepared and pub
lished September 17, 1950, by the Committee 
on Un-American Activities, the Internation
al Juridical Association was cited as an or
ganization which "actively defended Com
munists and consistently followed the 
Communist Party line." 

A list of officers of the National Lawyers 
Guild, as of December 1949 (printed in the 
committee's report on the National Lawyers 
Guild, p. 18) contains the name of Thur
good Marshall, New York City, among the 
members of the executive board. He was 
shown to be an associate editor of the Law
yers Guild Review in the issue of May-June 
1948 (p. 422). It was reported in the Daily 
Worker of November 30, 1942 (P. 1) .• that 
Mr. Marshall, special counsel of the National 
Association for the Advancement of Colored 
P~ople, was one of those who submitted a 
report denouncing lynching and discrimi-

n ·ation which was adopted by the national 
executive board of the National Lawyers 
Guild. It was also reported in the Wash
ington Evening Star (February 8, 1948, p. 
A-22 and February 12, 1948, p. A-8), that 
Mr. Marshall, identified as special counsel, 
NAACP, criticized the loyalty program in a 
public - forum held under the auspices of 
the National Lawyers Guild in Washington, 
D.C. 

The National Lawyers Guild was cited by 
the special Committee on Un-American Ac
tivities as a Communist front in Report No. 
1311 of March 29, 1944 (P. 149). In the 
committee's report on the organization, re
leased in 1950, the guild was cited as a Com
munist front which "is the foremost legal 
bulwark of the Commun~st Party, it~ ~i:ont 

, organizatio1's, a~d controlled unions" and 
which "since its inception has never failed 
. to rally to the legai ·defense of the Commu-
nist Party and individual members thereat, 
including known espionage age~t&.''. · 

The Daily Worker of November 
0

24, 1947 
(p. 4), ~e,Pqrted that Thurgood_ Marshall ~as 

. among a group of attorners who sent a tele
gram to New York Congressmen asking them 
to oppose the contempt citations in the case 
of the so-called Hollywood 10. 

FEBRUARY 13, 1956. 
Subject: Clarence M. Mitchell, director, 

Washington Bureau, NAACP, 1954. 
The public records, files and publications 

of this committee contain the following in
formation concerning the subject individual. 

. This report should not be construed as repre
senting the results of an investigation by or 
findings of this committee. It should be 
noted that the individual is not necessarily 
a Communist, a Communist sympathizer, or 
a fellow-traveler unless otherwise indicated. 

Clarence Mitchen, a representative of the 
National Association for the Advancement of 
Colored Pe~ple, appeared before the Com
mittee on Un-American Activities, May 3, 
1950, in opposition to H. R. 7595, at which 
time he stated that he was not then and had 
never been a member of the Communist 
Party. He stated that the question as to 
whether or not he was a member of the 
Communist Party "is an unfair question, 
because it immediately precludes from ap
pearing before this committee many of the 
people who wouid be on trial under a bill 
of this kind (H. R. 7595). Presumably there 
are people who may, for sincere and per
sonal reasons, wish to be members of the 
communist Party, but they may want to 
come here and object to this bill, but I 
suppose if they had to answer that question 
they very likely would not come." (Public 
hearings, pp. 2296-2302.) 

It is noted by the Daily People's World of 
February 12, 1952 (p. 2) that Clarence 
Mitchell, director of Washington bureau of 
the National Association for Advancement of 
Colored People, "blasts civil rights record of 
presidential hopeful.'' The Daily Worker of 
February 15, 1952 (p. 1) reported that Clar
ence Mitchell, director of Washington 
bureau, NAACP, appeared before the Senate 
Armed Forces Committee in protest of uni-
versal military training. · 

FEBRUARY 13, 1956. 
Subject: Henry Lee Moon, director,' public 

relations department, NAACP, 1954. 
The public records, files, and publications 

of this committee contain the following in
formation concerning the subject individ
ual. This report should not be construed 
as representing the results of an investiga
tion by or findings of this committee. It 
should be noted that the individual is not 
necessarily a Communist, a Communist sym
pathizer, or a fellow traveler unless otherwise 
indicated. 

A membership list of the Washington Book 
·Shop which. was subpenaed by the special 
Committee on Un-American Activities in 

1941 contains the name of Henry Lee Moon 
with address shown as 1206 Kenyon Street 
NW., Washington, D. C. . 

The Attorney General of the United States 
cited the Washington Book Shop Association 
as subversive and Communist in letters to 
the Loyalty Review Board, released December 
4, 1947, and September 21, 1948; redesignated 
·April 27, 1953, pursuant to Executive Order 
No. 10450, and included on the April 1, 1954, 
consolidated list of organizations prevlously 
designated. The special Committee on Un
American Activities, in its report of March 
29, 1944 (p. 150), cited the Washington Book 
Shop Association as a Communist-front or~ 
ganization. · 

Henry Lee Moon, New York, was a P.lem
ber of the national executive council of the 
National · Negro. Congl"ess,: as shown on the 
Official proceedings of the congress for 1936 
(p.40). - . -

The Attorney General cited the National 
Negi-o Congress as subversive and Communist 
in- letters r'efoased December 4, 1947, and 
September 21: :1948; redesignated April 27 • 
1953, and included oh the April 1, 1954; con
solidated list. A. Phillip Randolph, presi
dent of the congress since its inception in 
1936, refused to run again in April 1940 "on 
the ground tha't it was 'deliberately packed 
with Communists and Congress of Industrial 
Organization members who were either Com
munists or sympathizers with Communists.' 
Commencing with its formation in 1936, 
Communist Party functionaries and fellow 
travelers have 'figured prominently in the 
leadership and affairs of the Congress, • • • 
according to A. Phillip Randolph. John P. 
Davis, secretary of the congress, has admitted 
that the Communist Party contributed $100 
a month to its support." (Attorney General, 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, vol. 88, pt. 6, p. 7447) • 
The Special Committee on Un-American Ac
tivities, in its report of January 3, 1939 (p. 

- 81), cited the National Negro Congress as 
"the Communist-front movement in the 
:united ·states among Negroes." 

A review by Abner W. Berry of Henry Lee 
Moon's book, Balance of Power: The Negro 
Vote, was published in the Daily .Worker of 
May 28, 1948 (p. 12). The review reads, in 

· part: ' 
"As a newspaperman who spent the war 

years in Washington and later was associated 
with the CIO Political Action Committee, 
Henry Lee Moon has written, in balance of 
power a helpful survey of Negro suffrage in 
America. He defends the Negro voter against 
the charge of venality and corruptibility with 
the materials of history, and traces the long 
fight for the franchise. 

• • • • 
"• • • It is the only volume brought to 

our attention which gives a detailed national 
picture of the Negro vote. It is too bad the 
author felt impelled to defend the two-party 
system and the Negro. And it is worse that 
h~ chose this otherwise useful contribution 
as the bearer of his o1Iering of fuel for the 
cold ·war." · 

a· photograph of Henry Lee Moon was pub
lished in- the June 16, 1932, issue of the Dally 
Worker (p. 2). 

The Daily Worker of June 17, 1946 (p. 2). 
reported . that one Henry Moon (no other 
identific~tion shown) was .one of the signers 
of a statement of the Action Committee To 
Free Spain Now which protested the delay 
in breaking diplomatic relations with Franco 
Spain. 

The Attorney General cited the Action 
Committee To Free Spain Now as Communist 
in a letter released April 27, 1949; redesig
nated April 27, 1953, and included on the 
April l, 1954, consolidated list. 

The Daily Worker of February 16, 1949 
(p. 13), reported that Henry Moon was nomi

-nated as commentator of the Voice of Free
dom Committee. 
· The Attorney. General included the Voice 

of Freedom Committee on .the April 1, 1954, 
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consolidated list of organizations previously 
designated pursuant to Executive· Order No. 
10450. 

OCTOBER 25, 1955. 
Subject: Clarence A. Laws, regional director1 

New Orleans, La., NAACP, 1954: 
The public records, files, and publications 

of this committee contain the following in
formation concerning the subject individ
ual. This report should not be construed 
as representing the results of an investiga
tion by or findings of this committee. It 
should be noted that the individual is not 
necessarily a Communist, a Communist sym
pathizer, or a fellow traveler unless other
wise indicated. 
· An und.ated letterhead ( 1947) of the Com
mittee for Louisiana, atmia.ted. with the 
Southern Conference for Human Welfare, 
listed Clarence A. Laws as a member of the 
·exec-uttve committee of the organization. 

The Special Committee on Un-American 
Activities, in its report of March 29, 1944 
(p. 147), cited the Southern Conference for 
Human Welfare. as a Communist front which 
received money from the Robert Marshall 
Foundation, <,me of the principal sources of 
funds by which many Communist fronts 
operate. The Committee en Un-American 
Activities, in its report of June 12, 1947, cited 
the Southern Conference • • • as a Com
munist-front. organization "which seeks to 
attract southern liberals on the basis of its 
seeming interest in the problems of the 
South" although its "professed interest in 
southern welfare is simply an expedient for 
larger aims serving the Soviet Union and its 
subservient Communist Party in the United 
States." 

FEBRUARY 13, 1956. 
. Subject~ Robert L. Carter. assistant. special 

counsel, NAACP, 1954. 
The public records, files, and publications 

of this committee contain the following ln
formatlon concerning the subject individual. 
This report should not be construed as repre
senting the results of an investigation by or 
findings of this committee. It should be 

.noted that the_ individual is not necessarily 
a Communist, a Communist sympathizer. or 
a fellow traveler unless otherwise indicated. 

Robert L. Carter wrote an article which 
"was published in the Lawyers Guild Review 
(vol. VI. pp. 553-54, and 599-601). The Law

.Yers Guild Review was cited as "an official 
organ of the National Lawyers Guild" by the 
Committee on Un-American Activities, re
.port on the National Lawyers Guild, Septem
ber 21, 1950 (p. 13). 

The National Lawyers Guild. was cited by 
the special Committee on Un-American Ac
tivities as a Communist front organization in 
its report of March 29, 1944 (p. 149). It was 
cited as a Communist front which "is the 
foremost legal bulwark of the Communist 
Party, its front organizatlons, and controlled 
unions" and which "since its inception has 
never failed to rally to the legal defense of 
the Communist Party and individual mem
bers thereof, including known espionage 
agents." (Committee's review on the Na
tional Lawyers Guild, September 21, 1950.) 

It was reported in the Times Herald of 
April 28, 1948 (pp. 1 and 4) that Robert L. 
Carter, of the American Veterans• Committee, 
was a sponsor of a conference against anti
communist legislatlon. 

FEBRUARY 13, 1956. 
Subject: Torea. Hall Pittman, assistant field 

secretary, NAACP> 1954. 
The public records., files, and publlca tions 

of this committee contain the following in
formation concerning the subject individual. 
This report should not be construed as rep
resenting the results of an investigation by 
or findings of this committee. It should be 
noted that the individual is. not necessarily 

a Communist, a Communist sympat'htzer, or 
a fellow traveler unless .otherwise indicated. 

The official proceedings of the National 
·Negro Congress for 1936 (p. 6) listed Mrs. 
Torea Pittman, of California, as a member 
of the general resolutions committee of . the 
National Negro Congress. 

The Attorney General of the United States 
cited the National! Negro Congress as subver
sive and Communist in letters released De
cember 4, 1947, and September 21, 1948; re
deslgnated April 27, 1953, and included on 
the April l, 1954, consolidated list. A. Phillip 
Randolph, president of the congress since its 
inception in 1936, refused to run again in 
·Ap:ril 194!0 "on the grouncr that. it was 'delib
erately packed with Communists and Con
gress of Industrial Organizations members 
who were either Communists or sympathizers 
With Communists.' Commencing ·with its 
'formation in 1936, Communist Party func
·tionaries and fellow traveleFS have figured 
prominently in the leadership and affairs of 
the congress • • • according to A. Phillip 
Randolph, John P. Davis, secretary of the 
·congress, has admitted that the- Commu
nist Party contributed $100 a month to its 
t>Upport. u (A ttorneY' General, CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD, vol. 88, pt. 6, p. 7447.) The Special 
comnµttee on Un-American Activities, in its 
report of January 3, 1939 (p. 81), cited the 
National Negro Congress as "the Communist
front movement in the United States among 
Negroes.'' 

FEBRUARY 13, 1956. 
Subject: Ma:df5on S. Jones, Jr., assistant :field 

secretary, NAACP, 1954. 
The public records, files and publfcations 

of this committee contain the following in
formation concerning the subject individual. 
·This report should not be construed as 
representing the results of an investigation 
by or findings of this committee. It should 
be noted that the individual is not neces
sarily a Communist, a Communist sympa
thizer, or a fellow-traveler unless otherwise 
indicated. 

No reference to Madison S. Jones, Jr., fs 
found in the records of the committee; how
ever, one Madison Jones, 557 West 144th 
·street, signed the Communist Party nom-
1na ting petition for councilman of the city 
of New Yor;k, Borough of Manhattan, in 1945 
(Davis). (See p. 21 of the petitions.) · 

One Madison Jones, of New York, youth 
director for the National Association of the 
Advancement of Colored People, spoke at a 
peace mass meeting at Mecca Temple (Dally 
Worker, February 2, 1941, p. 3 ,col. 4). 

In 1954, the total list of officers, board 
members, executive staff members, and 
others listed are 193. Out of that num
ber, 89 of them have been cited by the 
House Un-American Activities Commit
tee, or 46.l percent of the total. It 
should be noted, however. that 16 per
sons serve in more than one capacity and 
are listed in both capacities. When you 
consider that these 16 persons have dou
ble offices or designations, the total list 
would be 177 of which 78 are cited by the 
House Committee on Un-American ac
tivities, or 44.1 percent. 

The facts speak for themselves; the 
record has been made. There can be no 
. successful contradiction of these affil
. iations by these individual members of 
the association. 

On yesterday, it was my privilege to 
have a lengthy talk with my good friend, 
_Mr. W. B. Nicholson,. superintendent of 
the public school system at Blytheville. 
Ark. Mr. Nicholson is a learned educa
tor and a. student of race relations. In 
the conversation I had with him, his re·-

·marks were adduced to· writing, and I 
would like that the full text of his state
·ment be incorporated as a part of my 
·remarks: 

I have striven to approach this issue in my 
thinking in a way that 1 cannot be accused 
honestly of being guilty of prejudice against 
any man because 0:1' the color of his skin or 
the texture of his halr. But, to me, the acts 
of the NAACP are in violation of the divine 
principles of creation-and I don't think 
that is prejudice. 

In my thinking, any act on the part of man 
to annihilate those things which are so fun
damental in their nature that they have sur
vived time., and stHl exist, ls just counter to 
the original intention of the Creator. 

.Now, when the NAACP embarks on a pro
, gram to break down the laws against inter
.racial marriages in our respective States
and I understand there are 28 States that 
have laws against lt--then the NAACP is not 

·after all working honestly and sincerely for 
the recognitfon of the rights of the Negro; 
they are .really working for the abolition and 
ultimate annihilation o1 both races. 

I am thoroug.hly convinced that the 
NAACP does not reflect the honest, sincere 

·sentiments and wishes of the southern Negro. 
Now, the southern Negro is the only one I am 
acquainted witb. I have lived ln Ten"'lessee, 
Georgia, Alabama:; and now I live in Ar
kansas. I . have visited in New Orleans, 
traveled through Louisiana. an.d. the Caro
linas.. I spent a year in North Carolina and a 
-great deal. of. tim.e in South Carolina. The 
Negro, as. I know htm, is not honestly being 
represented and his views are not being re
fiected accurately or conectly by the NAACP's 
programs, goals, or campaigns. 

r am convinced in my own mind_:_! might 
not be able to put. :niy finger on the facts.
but I am convinced that the NAACP has em

. barked on a program which will result in 
great harm to both races in this country ff 
they can succeed with it. 

The Negroes in our area openly say that 
they want to maintain their own social iden
tity fil their schools and their organizations 
as it now Is. 

I acquiesce and concur fully with the 
·views w:hich Mr. Nicholson expresses. 

I call upon this Congress to probe fully 
and completely the National Association 
for the. Advancement of Colored People. 
Now, what should that investigation in
.elude? How large a scope and sphere 
should the committee encompass and 
inquire into? Would it not be proper to 
ascertain the amount of ·the collections 
of the organization; the salary of its offi
cers; the source of its contributions and 
what expenditures are anticipated by 
this organization in the various States 
of the Union in the furtherance of their 
objectives? According to the Commer
cial Appeal article by Paul Malloy which 
had been referred to earlier, NAACP 
Counsel Thurgood Marshall was quoted 
as saying: 

· What is so particular about Mississippi? 
crt is just-a. State in the Union; and as long 
as it stays in the U'nion, it .will have to play 
by the rules. We have set up a fund there 
of close to $300,000 • 

Now, I think it would be in order that 
the Congress: and the people should know 
what funds have been earmarked for 
other States. I feel that such a thorough 
investigation is necessary to protect the 
southern Negro and others who have 
been·duped, v~ctimiz.ed, and exploited by 
and through the promotion schemes of 
the NAACP. It would be most desirable 
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that our southern- Negroes should know 
the facts with respect to any organiza
tion with which they would become 
alined or affiliated. Having lived among 
these people all my life, I am convinced 
that they would not knowingly contribute 
to or take part in- the activities . of any 
organization upon which there is a ques- . 
tion mark. 

Mr. DAVIS of Georgia. · Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GATHINGS. I yield. 
Mr. DAVIS of Georgia. I have lis

tened with a great deal of · interest to 
the exposition which the gentleman is 
making of the citation of - officers and 
directors and others acting in an · official 
capacity in this NAACP organization. I 
call to the gentleman's attention the fact · 
that in today's Washiilgton Post and · 
Times Herald, there is a news item stat
ing as follows: 

RESOLUTION HITS AT NAACP 
COLUMBIA, S. C., February 22.-The South 

Carolina General Assembly today adopt,ed a 
resolution asking the United States Attorney 
General to place the National Association'. 
for Advancement · of Colored People. on his 
list of subversive organizations. 

Fifty-three ·or the NAACP's top officers 
have been cited by the House Un-American 
Activities Committee for "affiliation with or 
participation in Communist, Communist 
front, fellow-traveling or subversive organ-
1_zations or activities," the resolution de-
clared. · 

Adoption was without comment in both 
~ouse and senate. · 

The resolution said the NAACP "should 
be classified as a subversive organization so 
that it may be kept under surveillance and 
that all citizens of the United States may 
have ample warning of the danger which 
lurks in such an orga·nization." 

Employment of NAACP members by the 
State or its political subdivisions would be 
banned under a bill passed by the house to 
the senate today. 

Mr. GATHINGS. I thank the gentle
man from Georgia for his ·contribu_tion; 
and to have· in the RECORD at this point 
the information in the resolution that 
has been passed by the South Carolina 
General Assembly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GATHINGS. I yield to the gentle
man from 'Mississippi. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Has 
the gentlenia'rf completed his statement? 

Mr. GATHINGS. I have. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I 

would like to congratulate the gentleman 
for rendering a distinct service to his 
country, by exposing this organization 
which is stirring up racial hatreds 
throughout not only the ~outh but also 
throughout the entire country. 

I think it is the duty of this Congress, 
as the gentleman has stated, to investi
gate the background of the leaders of the 
NAACP and to investigate their activities 
fully. 

I might state further that it might be 
·well for this Congress also to take a look 
'at this so:"'called Leadership Conference 
which is scheduled for Washington in 
·the next few weeks. 

Mr. GATHlNGS. In the near future, 
I believe. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Per
_mit me. if -you will, to read from the re
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marks of Repl'esentative DIGGS of Michi
gan, under date of February 9, 1956,. 
which appeared· in the CONGRESSIONAL 
RE-CORD of that date, iri which he inserted 
a news release issued by the leaders of 
this group calling this conference to be 
held in Washington on March 4 through 
March 6. 

The person who issued the call is one' 
Roy Wilkins, chairman of the group, who 
is also, as I understand, the secretary of 
this NAACP outfit. 

Mr. GATHINGS. That is right. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I quote 

from the news release as it appears in the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD: 

"It is essential," the call declared, "that· 
Congress enact legislation in this session to 
safeguard the civil rights of American citi
zens and the processes of orderly govern
ment." ' 

The news release ·goes further to state 
this: 

The conference seeks enactment of an 
eigllt=-peiint legislative program including job 
equality through the establishment of an· 
effective Federal FEPC, withholding of Fed
eral funds from any institution which defies 
the constitutional prohibition against ·segre
gation in public facilities, making lynching 
and other race-inspired acts of violence Fed
eral offenses, abolition of the poll tax and 
protection of the r~ght to vote, establish
ment of a Civil Rights Division in the Depart
ment of Justice with authority to protect 
civil rights in all sections of the country, 
creati:on of a permanent Federal Commission 
on Civil Rights, elimination of remaining 
segregation and other forms of discrimina
tion in interstate travel, and provision for 
majority rule in the Senate and the House 
of Representatives. 

In this article they quote this Roy 
Wilkins as stating this: 

The influence of this assembly on the Con
gress will depend less upon the number of 
individual delegates in attendance than upon 
the number of States and congressional dis
tricts represented. 

When I hea;rd that meeting was to be 
held in the Interior Department Audi
torium, a Government building under the 
administration of the General Services 
Administration, I inquired to find out if 
political meetings could properly be held 
in that auditorium. I find that these are 
the regulations governing the use of the 
departmental auditorium and adjacent 
conference rooms. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that I may insert in the RECORD a copy 
of these regulations. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Mississippi? 

There was no objection. 
<The matter referred to follows:) 

GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION 
REGION 3, 

Washington, D. C. 

REGULATIONS GOVERNING THE USE OF THE DE
PARTMENTAL AUDITORIUM AND ADJACENT 
CONFERENCE ROOMS, CONSTITUTION AVENUE 
BETWEEN 12TH AND 14TH STREETS NW. 
1. The departmental auditorium and con

ference rooms A, B, and C adjacent thereto 
shall be available for assignment to: 
· a. Agencies· of the Federal Government 
.and the government of the District of Co
lumbia, for official use. 

b. Offioially recognized agencies, clubs, or 
educational units of the Federal Govern-

ment or . the .government of. the District 
of Columbia. 

The foregoing shall not be construed to in
clude sponsored meetings, meetings of a po
l~tical, sectarian, fraternal, or similar nature, 
o-,:- meetings held for the purpose of promo
tion of commercial enterprises or conrm.odi
ties. 
. 2. Application for the use of the auditor

ium or conference rooms should be sub
mitted at least 1 week in advance. It 
should be addressed as follows and include 
the information outlined below: 

General Services Administration. Atten
tion: Triangle area manager, region 3, room 
1408, New Post Office Building, 12th Street 
and Pennsylvania Avenue NW., Washington 
25, D. C. 
: a. Name of agency in whose behalf the 

application 1s submitted. 
b. Date of requested assignment, and 

hours proposed for its commencement and 
· termination. . 

c.· Nature of the contemplated program. 
d. Approximate number of persons ex

pected to attend. 
e. Whether motion pictures or lantern 

slides are to be exhibited,. stating ( 1) size 
of film, 35 or 16 millimeter; (2) size of lan
tern slide. 

3. No program shall continue beyond mid
night. 

4. If the projection of motion pictures or 
Iante·rn slides is a part of the program, com
petent operators will be furnished under the 
supervision of the General Services Admin
istration. 

5. Music racks, ushers, and attendants for 
checking wraps, if needed, must be furnished 
by and at the expense of the permittee. 

6. No admission fee shall be charged, no 
indirect assessment shall be made for ad
mission, and no collection shall be. taken. 
Commercial advertising or the sale of articles 
of any character will not be permitted. 

7. The serving of refreshments is pro
hibited. 

8. A sample of any literature or folders to 
be distributed or posted shall be forwarded 
for review when formal request is made for 
either the auditorium or conference rooms. 

9 . . All persons attending meetings will be 
required to go directly to the auditorium or 
conference rooms and to leave by the most 
direc~ exit. They shall be provided with 
tickets or other. identification, except when 
the general public is invited. No one will 
be admitted to other parts of the building 
unless in the possession of a properly signed 
pass. 

10. All persons attending meetings will be 
subject to the "Rules and Regulations Gov
erning Public Buildings and Grounds," pro
mulgated by the Administrator of General 
Services. 

11. Smoking is prohibited within the au
ditorium. 

Approved December l, 1953. 
WILLIAM A. MILLER, 

Regional Director. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. You 
will note that. these regulations provide 
that the departmental auditorium and 
conference rooms A, B, and C adjacent 
thereto shall be available for assign
-ment in 2 instances, and 2 instances only. 

First. To agencies of the Federal Gov
ernment or the government of the Dis
trict of Columbia for official use. 

Second. Shall be available to officials 
of recognized agencies, clubs, and edu
cational units of the Federal Government 
or the government of the District of Co
lumbia. 

On February 20 I sent the following 
telegram to the Secretary of Labor, who 
I am informed, had requested the Gen
eral Services Administration to permit 
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the use of this auditorium by this group 
under the sponsorship of the Labor De
partment: 

I am informed that at the request of the 
Department of Labor General Services Ad .. 
ministration is granting the use of the De
partmental Auditorium, Constitution Avenue 
between 12th and 14th Streets NW., to a con
ference scheduled for March 4, 5, and 6. In
asmuch as this· gathering is purely political 
in nature and has been called for purpose of 
lobbying and pressuring the United States 
Congress, I urge you to withdraw the De
partment's request for use of the auditorum, 
Roy Wilkins, chairman of the conf~rence, is 
quoted in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD in issu
ing th~ call for the conference, as follows: 

"The infiuence of the assembly on the 
Congress will depend less upon ~he number 
of individual delegates in attendance tha.n 
upon the number of States and congressional · 
districts represented." . 

General Services Administration regula
tions prohibit the use of this auditorium for . 
political meetings· but they seem to think 
your request for its use . should be honored. 
I do not believe it was ever the purpose of 
Congress when creating the Department of 
Labor and enacting subsequent laws that the 
Department should engage in such a bold 
.and blatant political move as you are doing 
in helping to sponsor this so-called leader
ship conference. 

Mr. Speaker, 3 days have expired and 
I have not heard a word from the Secre
tary of Labor. I think the appropriate 
congressional committee might well go 
into this situation and find out if it is 
true that the NAACP and its allied left
wing organizations are actually .being re
garded as official agencies of the United 
States Government by virtue of . this 
recognition accorded them by the De
partment of Labor. I may say that I am 
not sure any of the groups listed are Red, 
but I do know that the Communists have 
allied themselves with the aims of the 
NAACP. I think we should look into 
this proposition. · · 

Mr. GATHINGS. I agree with the 
gentleman. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I hope 
other Members of the Congress will join 
me in protesting the use Qf this Inter
departmental Auditorium by these radi
cal organizations that have been at
tempting to high pressure, bulldoze, and 
intimidate the Congress into going along 
with their political aims and desires. 

Mr. GATHINGS. Since the gentle
man has not heard from the Department 
in answer to his request, it seems to me 
it would be most desirable and urgent 
that something be done soon because the 
meeting will be held in a very short time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I won
der what the Secretary of Labor might 
say if the citizens' councils of the States 
of Mississippi, Alabama, or Georgia, or
ganizations designed to prom9~e the in~ 
terests of the white people, as wen as to 
defend the Constitution, were to request 
permission to use ~his Interdepartmental 
Auditorium? 

Mr. GATHINGS. That would be 
mighty interesting to me. I am appre
ciative of the gentleman's· remarks and 
am in full accord with you that a Federal 
departmental auditorium should not ~e 
used for a mass political gathering. I 
trust that the Secretary of Labor will 
deny the use of that Department's facili
ties for this conference. 

Mr. ASHMORE. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GATHINGS. I yield to the gen
tleman from South Carolina. 

Mr. ASHMORE. First, I want to 
thank the gentleman for bringing some 
most enlightening information to the 
Members of this House. I have been · 
amazed to hear these facts concerning 
various Members of the NAACP, most 
of them officers of the organization, be
ing on the sub:versive list. Most of those 
the gentleman mentioned were officers 
or directors of that organization, is that 
correct? · 

Mr. GATHINGS. Yes. I would like 
to say to the gentleman that I have here 

1 an actual list of those that will be in
serted in the RECORD. Some of the cita
tions are of a most severe nature, others 
are not-- · 

Mr. -ASHMORE. - And the total num
ber was ·ao something, did I understand 
the gentleman to say? 

Mr. GATHINGS. No, I do not think 
there were that many-41 percent, I be
lieve it was. I will have to get tha.t 
figure. 

Mr. ASHMORE. Officers and direc
tors? 

Mr. GATHINGS. But it was about 41 
percent of the total that were listed as 
heads ' of the organization in various ca
pacities; that is, the board of directors, 
its officers, its executive staff, its legal 
division, and its health division. 

Mr. ASHMORE. I have heard many 
reports and many rumors and, you might 
say, talk or. gossip, whatever it might be, 
about various members of the NAACP 
being subversive or communistic, but 
none of those statements or reports have 
pinpointed the thing to the degree that 
the gentleman has. The gentleman has 
brought out these statements and these 
records which show undoubtedly that 
many of their leaders are on the sub
versive list. 

Mr. GATHINGS. Well, you can see 
the large list here. They are the ones 
that will be inserted in the RECORD. 

Mr. ASHMORE. I want to commend 
the gentleman again for bringing those 
facts to us, and I also want to commend 
the legislature of my home State of 
South Carolina for requesting the At
torney General to place the NAACP, 
because of these facts and other facts 
which have been brought to us, on the 
subversive list. And, I want to say 
further that if the Attorney General 
does not do it, I want to know why he 
does not do it in the light of the facts 
we have heard here today. I do not see 
how he could do otherwise than say that 
the entire organization, infested with 
leadership of this type, should be placed 

·on the subversive list. I believe, that 
in fairness to those who have been placed 
on the list, a.nd the American poeple in 
general, that this organization should 
be declared subversjve, and if the At
torney General fails to do so he should 
make a clear-cut statement as to why 
he does not. 

Mr. GATHINGS. And I think that 
the Congress should probe this organi
zation in all of its phases. · 

Mr. ASHMORE. Yes, and I hope the 
Members of the Press will give as much 
publicity to these facts as has been given 

to the other side of the case. I think it 
is only fair to the Southland, to the white 
people and to the colored people of this 
country, that both sides be brought out 
and let us know what is going on in this 
country. 

Mr. GATHINGS. I feel that our 
southern Negroes ought to know these 
facts. 

Mr. ASHMORE. Yes. And, if many 
of our southern Negroes did know the 
fact$, they would not follow this NAACP 
leadership, because I know of some in 
my hometown of Greenville; S. C., who 
have been putting greenbacks into the 
bushel baskets, when they ' collected 
funds to fight these things that · the 
NAACP wanted to fight, but when they 
found out. what the true purpose of the 
NAACP was, they quit going to the meet
ings, stopped giving their money to the 
leaders of the NAACP in · my city and 
are now on the other side of the fence, 
on the side where they used to be, with 
the white people of the South who have 
done so :m,uch for the Negro. 

The South Carolina resolution is as 
follows: 
Concurrent resolution requesting the Attor

ney General of the United States to place 
the National Association for the Advance
ment of Colored People on the subversive 
list for reasons set forth herein 
Whereas the files of the House Un-Ameri

can Activities Committee reveal records of 
affiliation with or parties in communism, 
Communist-front, fellow traveling, or · sub
versive oganizations- or a:cttvities on the part
of the following officials of the .NAACP: the 
president, the chairman of the boa:rd, 'the 
honorary chairman, 11 of 28 vice presidents, 
the ·treasurer, 28 of 47 directors, the chair
man ()f the national legal committee, the 
executive secretary, the special counsel, the 
assistant special counsel, the southeast na
tional secretary, · the . west. coast secr~tary, 
the director of the Washingt_on bureau, and 
director of public relations and two field sec
retaries; 

Whereas of the NAACP's 28 vice presidents, 
the following 11 have records of un-Ameri
can activities: John Haynes Holmes, 23 cita
tions; A. Phillip Randolph, 20 citations; the 
late Mary McLeod Bethune (who still is 
listed as a vice president) and William Lloyd 
Imes, 16 citations each; Oscar Hammerstein, 
II, the composer, and Bishop W. J. Walls, 7 
citations each; Ira W. Jayne and L. Pearl 
Mitchell, 2 citations each; Williard S. Town
send, T. G. Nulter, Grace B. Fenderson, 1 
citation each; 

Whereas of the 47 members comprising the 
association's board of directors, the following 
28 have records of Un-American activities: 
Earl B. Dickerson, 25 citations; Algernon D. 
Black, 18 citations; ·Lewis Gannett, 15 cita
tions; Roscoe Dunjee, 13 citations; S. Ralph 
Harlow, Channing H. Tobias, 10 citations 
each; William H. Hastie, 9 citations; Hubert 
T. Delaney, 8 citations; Benjamin E. Mays, 
president of Atlanta's Morehouse College, 6 
citations; Robert G. Weaver, 5 citations; 
Buell G. Gallagher, 4 citations; President 
Arthur B. Spingarn, Earl G. Harrison, James 
J. Mcclendon, Ralph Bunche, Allen Knight 
Chalmers, and W. Montague Cobb, 3 cita
tions each; J.M. Tinsley, Wesley W. Law, of 
Savannah, Ga., Norman Cousins, Alexander 
Looby, Henry J. Greene, Alfred Baker Lewis, 
2 citations each; H. Claude Hudson, Carl R. 
Johnson, A. Marceo Smith, James Hinton, 
Theodore M. Berry, 1 citation each; 

Whereas other officers of the NAACP with 
Un-American activities records are: Lloyd 
Garrison, chairman, national legal commit
tee, 5 citations; Treasurer Allan Knight 
Chalmers and Branch Department Director 
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Glaster B. Current, 3 citations each; South
eastern Regionai Se9retary Ruby ;Hurley, 
West Coast National ·Secretary Franklin H. 
Williams, Field Secretary Madison · S. Jones, . 
and Assistant Special Council Robert . L. 
Carter, 2 citations. each; and Field Secretary 
Tarea Hall Pittman, 1 citation: Now th~re-
fore, be it , 

Resolved by the house of representatives 
(th·e senate concurring), That the General . 
Assembly of South Carolina believes that for 
the reasons herein set-forth that the NAACP 
should· be classified as ·a subversive organiza
tion so that it may be kept under the proper 
surveillance so that all citizens Qf the United 
Stat.es may have ampl~ warning~~ the dan
ger to our way of life which works in sµch 
an organization; be it further 

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution ·be· 
sent to the President of the United States, to 
the Attorney General, and to each Member of 
the Congress of the United States .. 

Mr. GRANT. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? · 

Mr. GATHINGS. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Alabama. · 

Mr. GRANT.· I want to congratulate 
my colleague froni Arkansas fo.r bring
ing this to the attention of the House. 
It seems to me that this forum here, in 
the Halls of the Congress, is about the 
only place you can get· any publicity· or 
the-only piace you c·an discus·s it in this 
section "of the' countcy. - The gentleman 
will probably recall that several years 
ago there was pictured in ·L~fe maga
zine some scenes of school buildings over 
in his or near his congressional district 
in West Memphis, Ark. 

Mr. GATHINGS. ·Yes, I- recall that. 
·Mr; GRANT. They showed severai 

colored children drinkillg from a hydrant 
with one dipper. Well, I imagine the 
gentleman, like mys~lf. has carried 
water from the spring and drunk it out 
of a gourd. The superintendent of 
schools in one ·of the counties of my 
congressional district in Alabama, which 
has one of the finest systems of both 
white and colored.(..s~hqols .t);l.at cap be 
found in tlie entire United States, had 
some 12 or 15·· pictures taken of colored 
schools in:thai.t county and sent t:P,em to 
the publishers of. Life, showing them 
what fine colored school buildings we had 
in the State of Alabama. 

Mr. GATHINGS. If the gentleman 
will sUf!er· an interruption right there, 
I would like for a representative of th~ 
magazine to come to West Memphis now 
and_see the facilities.we have for our col
ored children. 

Mr. GRANT;· I want to say this to my 
colleague from Arkansas, they were re
turned, they were not published because 
such magazines take the attitude that 
nothing good can come out of the South. 
Therefore, they do not want to show the 
good part of anything. 

Mr. GA THINGS. I could very easily 
show the gentleman ·some very :P,ne 
buildings; as a matter of fact, some of 
the Negro schools in my congressional 
district are finer than the white schools. 

Mr. GRANT. That is true. 

GATT AND THE FARM PROGRAM 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 

previous order of the House, the gentle~ 
man from West Virginia [Mr. BAILl:Y] 
~s ·recognize~ for 30 µi~u,tes. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, the State 
Department has just signed an interna- . 
tional agreement, the revised General 
Agreement on Tariffs and Trade, which 
threatens this country's domestic farm 
policy. Now it wants Congress to ap
prove our JOmmg an international 
agency, the Organization for Trade Co
operation, which was created to enforce 
this agreement. ·· 

The agreement, known as GA'IT, calls 
on the United States to· drop import re
strictions oil foreign farm and dairy 
products at the earliest practical mo
ment. It urges · the United States to 
abandon all subsidies and other forms 
of Government aid which result in the 
sale of American farin prodµcts abroad 
at prices less than those prevailing here., 
In a · report released July 12, 1955, the 
contracting -parties to GATT advise the· 
United States and other industrialized. 
nations to conc.entrate on manufactures, 
leaving the production of food and raw 
materials to underdeveloped nations. 

IMPORTS 

Thanks to farm price supports, the 
American farmer gets a better price for 
his products than any other farmer in 
the world. Foreign farmers can sell in 
the American market for less, and still 
get more than they do at home. Inevi
tably, uniess imports are controlled, farm 
products from abroad would :flood in and 
wreck the support program. 

The Government presently limits im
ports by setting specific quotas for price
supported products-wh'9at, cotton, but
ter. Imports of other products beyond 
a stated quantity pay an extFa tariff 
charge. This applies, for example, to 
potatoes, wool, and tobacco. 

Quotas can at any time be established 
for any product covered "by any loan, 
purchase or other program or opera ti on 
undertaken by the Department of Agri.., 
culture or any agency operating under 
its direction." The same law provides 
that--

No trade agreement or other international 
agreement heretofore or hereafter entered 
into by the United States shall be applied 
in. a manner inconsistent with this section. 

In spite of this law the State Depart
ment, in the spring of 1955, signed the 
revised GATT, which now has 35 mem
bers. Article XI of the revised GATT 
~atly provides that--

No • • • quotas • • • shall be insti
tuted or maintained by any contracting ' 
party on the importation of any product of 
• • • any other contracting party. 

Another clause, it is true, permits 
quotas on agricultural products provided 
domestic production is also controlled 
and provided that such quotas will not 
reduce the share of the market nor
mally held by imports-article XI, sec
tion 2. Domestic production of many 
of the products on which the United 
States maintains quotas is controlled-:
f or example, wheat, tobacco. In these 
cases the only question is whether or not 
the quotas fairly represent the share of 
the market normally held by imports. 
The revised GATT provides that, in the 
event of dispute, the question will be 
ref erred to the proposed new Organiza
tion for Trade Cooperation, called 
?'J;'q..:.....GATT, a;7ticl~ XXII~. Note: In 

OTC the United States has only 1 vote 
out of 35 or Possibly, if party to a dis
pute, none-see article 8, OTC charter~ 

This exception, however, does not ap.;; 
ply to quotas presently maintained by 
the United States on butter, cheese, 
dried milk, rye, oats, barley, and linseed 
oil. Domestic production of these is not 
controlled. After 5 years of wrangling, 
in the course of which the State Depart
ment apologized for the ·action of Con
gress in authorizing quotas on these' 
products, a temporary waiver was ob
tained permitting us to continue such 
quotas for the time. being. 

As a condition of this waiver, however,' 
the State Department agreed that the 
United States will consult with other na-· 
tions before setting any new quotas and 
will remove existing quotas on all farm 
products, whether covered by the waiver 
or not, as soon. as circumstances permit. 
It also agreed to report progress once 
a year and, if any such quotas remain 
in effect at the time of report, explain 
why and what steps are being taken t.o 
remove them. 

· No wonder that in its statement of 
legislative policies for 1954 the National 
Grange said: 

We recommend that congressional action 
be taken to examine the State Department's 
structure and to clearly define the authority 
of that Department to make commitments 
in the name of the United States Govern
ment without congressional aproval. 

EXPORTS 

It is often pointed out that the United 
States exports · a large part of its pro.:. 
duction of certain important farm 
products. In the marketing year 1953-
54 we shipped abroad 19 percent of our 
wheat crop, 24 percent of our cotton, 
26 percent of our tobacco and 45 percent 
of our rice. Despite these figures for 
particular crops, however, about 90 per
cent of our total farm output is mar
keted at home. Exports are neverthe
less important. 

It is not as frequently pointed out 
that these exports are largely financed 
by the American taxpayer. Of $3.2 bil
lion worth of farm products exported in 
the fiscal year 1954-55, $1.7 billion 
worth-more than half-were covered 
by some kind of Government aid, either 
grant, loan or other aid to foreign coun::. 
tries or direct subsidies to our own ex
porters. · 

GATT is antagonistic to any form of 
aid, direct or indirect, which results in 
a surplus for export. It calls on mem
ber countries to avoid the use of such 
aids for primary products, which in
cludes most farm products. If a mem
ber country does resort to aids of this 
kind, it must first consult with other 
members and apply the program in such 
a manner that its farmers do not there
by acquire more than an equitable 
share of the export market. Appar
ently, in event of dispute, OTC will de
cide what is an "equitable share"
GATr, articles XVI, XXIIl and OTC 
charter: 

So, as with import quotas, our farm policy 
is again in conflict with GATT. As a re
sult, formal complaints have been :filed by 
Greece against United States export sub
sidies for sultana raisins, and by Italy 
against our export subsidies for oranges 
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and almonds. The first case was settled by American market. Italy simply wanted the 
reducing the subsidy from $2.95 to $2 per 2Yz cents rate restored. 
100 pounds, a reduction of 30 percent. In A general settlement has now been worked 
the second, the United Kingdom (in the out. But it took 3 years and several new 
interest of Cyprus) the Union of South concessions by the United States. 
Africa, and Canada are supporting Italy. OPINION ABROAD 
This case is still pending. There is no doubt about the reality 

Furthermore, thanks in part to ·of the conftict between our farm policy 
GATT's general opposition to aids which and GATT. It broke out into the open 
even indirectly stimulate exports, we are at a meeting of GATT countries in 
stuck with $7 billion worth of agricul- Geneva early in 1955. Here, from a 
tural surpluses. Secretary of Agricul- story by Henry ·Gemmill and Mitchell 
ture Benson spent weeks during the Gordon in the Wall Street Journal for 
summer of 1955 traveling around among March 4, is an eye-witness account: 
the GATT countries, and others, to ftnd FoREIGN FuRoR-UNITED STATES FARM PRoPs 
out where and at what prices they will ANGER ALLIED NATIONS AND IMPEDE UNITED 
agree to let us sell these surpluses in the STATES PLANS FOR FREER TRADE 
world market. Even when we try to give It is becoming increasingly clear that a 
them away other countries claim we are domestic policy of the United States Govern
depriving them of historical markets for ment-its propping of farm prices-is losing 
their own farm exports. America friends abroad. 

TARIFF RATES For example, the United States has been 
insisting that nations should end quanti-

Adequate tariff rates on farm prod- tative restrictions in imports-specifically 
ucts could have reduced the need for the widespread discrimination against 
quotas. But the State Department chose goods bought with dollars. Time and again 
to go in the opposite direction. Under the Americans have been hooted down be
the Trade Agreements Act and GATT cause the United States itself has slapped 
it has cut rates on farm products in import quotas on many a farm product to 
half. protect its high-priced domestic market. 

And it has demanded a waiver in the revised 
The rate on wheat, for example, was GATT pact to permit this to continue. 

cut from 42 to 21 cents per bushel, on For another instance, the United States 
cotton from 7 to 3 % cents per pound- representatives have been pressing here for 
1 % cents for long staple-on butter from tighter rules concerning the disruptive effect 
14 to 7 cents per pound, on cheese from of what is called State trading-government 
35 percent ad valorem to around 15 per- buying and sell1ng of the raw materials and 
cent ad valorem. Meanwhile prices products of industry. But they have been 
have doubled, cutting in half the pro- laughed at by other delegates, who cite sales 

d · t of butter and grain from the vast surplus 
tective effect of rates fixe m cen s stocks of · the united states Commodity 
against the former price. The few rates Credit Corporation. 
not cut include such items as mules, The influential Manchester Guardian pic
chickpeas, dandelion roots, and acorns. tures America as asking GATT for legal per-

The effect of these cuts, and the result- mission to live in a state of sin. The Lon
ing need for quotas, can be illustrated don Economist, internationally read and 
by the present problem in butter. Ac- usually pro-American, depicts the United 
cording to Otis M. Reed, testifying be- States insistence on quotas for farm imports 
fore the Senate Finance committee on as sadly retrogressive. Other publications 
behalf of the American Butter Institute: have played up the official protests registered 

by Denmark, the Netherlands, Australia, and 
New Zealand can ship butter here, pay all New Zealand against United States . efforts 

the costs, pay the present tariff and still to sell surplus butter abroad and have fea;;. 
have an advantage of 7 cents on our market. tured the contention of Burma and Siam 

That 7 cents is exactly the amount by that the United States is cutting into those 
which the State Department cut the rate. nations' export market for rice. 
Except for that cut no quota would have GAAT's owN PosITION 
been required. The conflict is further highlighted by 

Moreover, in GATT, the State Depart- a formal report issued in the name of 
ment agreed to freeze these cuts and the contracting parties to GATT this 
even negotiate further cuts when asked. summer. 
If for any reason we raise a rate previ- This report openly takes the position 
ously cut, we are obliged to ·work out , that industrial nations like the United 
some form of compensation-such as states should concentrate on the produc
reducing some other rate-with any tion of manufactured goods, leaving the 
member nation whose producers are af- production of raw materials and food
fected. One of the responsibilities of stuffs to underdeveloped nations. By 
.OTC will be to decide what is appropriate specializing in this way, the report says, 
compensation-GATT, articles III, each nation would become more efficient. 
XXIII, XXVIII, and XXIX: Such a policy, according to the report, 

The United States has already felt the bite would help bring down the price of farm 
of these provisions. In 1952, because dried · products, contribute to a more effective 
figs were coming into this country in such allocation of world resources and thereby 
increased quantities as to threaten serious to the promotion of economic wealth 
injury to domestic producers, the President among all nations. 
raised the rate on dried figs from 2Y:z cents It will come as a surprise to the aver
to 4Yz cents per pound. Thereupon Turkey, -age American farmer to .learn that he 
with the approval of the other GATT coun- is making ineffective use of world re
tries, increased her duties on _ iron furni- sources. Although his costs .are higher, 
ture, desks, cabinets, office machinery, and because he pays his· help more and . en-
milling machinery. Greece, with no rates _ . 
she wanted to raise, formally requested the joys a higher standard o~ Hving, he can 
United states either to restore the 2Yz cents still pro~uce more per acr~ ~hari any 
rate or, fa111ng that, to reduce rates on other farmer in t:Pe world. It is hard to 
other products Greece wanted to sell in the believe that he will williiigly help the 

State Department put him out of busi
ness by concurring in this kind of global 
planning. 

It may also stun underdeveloped na
tions to learn that, in order to keep the 
price of raw materials and foodstuffs 
down, it is their duty to remain under
developed forever. It was just this sort 
of thinking-trying to keep the colonies 
as a perpetual source of cheap raw ma
terials for England-which helped pro
voke the American Revolution. 

THE NEXT MOVE 
Congress has never approved GATT. 

In fact no present contracting party has 
yet accepted GA TT otherwise than pro
visionally. 

The State Department is now asking 
Congress · in effect to approve GA'i'T 
without looking at it. By a bill styled 
H. R. 5550 it seeks confirmation of 
United States membership in the Organ
ization for Trade Cooperation, GATT's 
policing arm. But none of the substan
tive provisions of GATT-the rules 
against quotas and subsidies, for in
stance-are submitted. Thus Congress 
is confronted by the problem of delegat
ing vital authority to OTC without any 
previous or present opportunity of pass
ing on the regulations OTC will enforce. 

Once OTC is establfshed, and GATT 
thereby indirectly approved, the conftict 
between our farm policy and GATT will 
intensify. With the State Department 
and 34 nations behind GATT and OTC, 
and Congress having signed away its 
authority, there is little doubt which 
would eventually win. 

PROTEST· 
GATT and OTC have been advertised 

as the logical culmination of the State 
Department's trade agreements program. 

But they are not what Congress had 
in mind when it passed the Trade Agree
ments Act. The first words of that act 
were and are "For~ the purpose of ex
panding f ore:lgn markets for the products 
of the United States,'' not 'for "the more 
effective allocation of world resources." 
On the contrary when an organization 
frankly created for this other purpose 
was proposed-the International Trade 
Organization in 1947-Congress sat·on it. 

Many farmers have been induced to 
go along with the State Department's 
tariff-cutting policy by the slogan "We 
have to buy in order to sell." Now, how
ever, farmers are coming to realize that, 
for farm products, this slogan is deceiv
ing. Because of low labor costs many 
countries can grow farm products more 
cheaply than we. They will certainly 
not buy such · products from the Amer
ican farmer unless, by some form of 
subsidy, or foreign aid, they can get 
them still cheaper. Even then countries 
with a surplus to sell accuse us of dump-
ing and disrupting the market. · 

One of the main purposes of the State 
Department's tariff reduction program 
is to foster trade in place of aid. Dr. 
Claudius Mur:chison, economic adviser, 
the American Cotton Manufacturers In
·stttute, Inc., analyzes the implications 
of this for farmers as follows: 

Of our total imports only about 2Yz' b11-
l1pJJ._ represent . imports in the so-called 
protected categories. Ye~ '(;his limited seg
ment includes the commodity range which 
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would have to provide the offset for reduced 
foreign aid if it is to be accomplished by 
an increase of imports from tariff reduc
tions. Even a doubling of such imports 
would fall short by one.-half of offsettJng 
the discc;mtinuanc~ of foreign aid as a bal
a~ce of payments factor. Obviously this 
area of trade is too narrow a basis for the 
intended objective: 

Consequently, one is forced to the con
clusion that the free-trade advocates also 
have in mind the 'withdrawal ' of quota and· 
tariff protection from American agriculture. 
This could mean nothing less than the aban
donment of the entire agricultural support 
program. 

Worse still, the cold fact is that, no 
matter how much this country buys from 
other countries, the dollars they earn will 
seldom come back to the farmer. They 
will go instead for things like trucks and 
automobiles-:-and even farm machinery 
to increase the foreign farm output. 

It is not to foreign markets that the 
farmer must turn but. to an expanding 
home market, which is already taking 90 
percent of his output. And-like himself, 
his customers in the home market need 
the protection of fair tariffs against low 
labor cost competition from abroad. 

As these fa:ets cor:p.e home to roost, 
more and more farmers are joining the 
protest against the State Department's 
present policies. As noted earlier, the 
National Grange has already called for a 
congressional invest.igation. Much . to 
the surprise of the State Department, 
votes from the traditionally low-tariff 
farming regions of the South ·and West 
nearly defeated H. R. 1, the bill extend
ing the Trade Agreements Act for 3 more 
years. Only when amendments were 
added improving the protection of do
mestic producers did the bill pass. 

H. R. 5550 

Defeating H. R. 5550-the OTC bill
may be difficult. Superficially, GATT 
and OTC. seem innocent enoµgh-simply 
a method of working out complicated 
trade problems -by _ friendly discussion 
with other countries. Many farmers 
may be lulled into. a false sense of secu
rity by their success with H. R. 1. Others 
may still be confused by State Depart-
ment slogans. · · 

It is imperative to dispei' this apathy. 
If H. R. 5550 passes, OTC will become 
·an accomplished fact, wedding the 
United States to GATT for good. Im
mediate, active protest is needed to pre
vent this. 

Even if H. R. 5550 is defeated, GATT 
itself will linger, further entangling the 
farm program in international politics. 
Congress needs to go beyond H. R. 5550 
and investigate GATT directly. Only by 
facing up to the problem squarely, arid 
letting their Congressmen and Senators 
know where they stand, can farmers and 
farm groups arrest the present drift to 
a diplomatic instead of a domestic farm 
program. 

Mr. HAYWORTH. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield for a brief state
ment? 

Mr. BAILEY. I yield to the gentle
man from Michigan. 

Mr. HAYWORTH. Mr. Speaker, our 
country is spending billions of dollars 
and untold energy and resources in order 

to defeat the threat of communism. We 
all . recognize the Communist danger. 
But I am convinced there is a danger 
here at home which we scarcely recog
nize. 

I am speaking of the threat of mo
nopoly-the increasing danger that a 
few corporations will grow so large and 
so powerful they will bring an end to 
the effective functioning of our competi
tive free-enterprise system. Many a 
small-business man knows from intimate 
experience what I am talking about. 
For in the past 3 years there has been 
a tremendous wave of mergers-great 
corporations combining to become even 
larger. Over 3,000 corporations have 
disappeared in these 5 years, having been 
swallowed up by bigger firms. 

The amazing thing is that as these 
great corporations carry out their merger 
acquisitions they do not stay in their own 
lines of business. The Wall Street Jour
nal reports: 

Rail-equipment builders enter the road
machinery and electronics field. A chemical 
concern proposes marriage to a washing
machine maker. A coal-mining organization 
acquires oil, shipping construction machinery 
and machine-tool firms. A construction con
tractor acquires a steel mill and a paint
maker. 

And so the story goes. Huge corpora
tions are gobbling up smaller, independ
ent businesses, making it more and more 
difficult for the small-business man who 
is the backbone of this Nation to stay in 
business. It is harder for the small
business man, because a large corpora
tion entering a new line of business can 
afford to lose money in order to drive 
out its small-business competitors. The 
big corporation simply makes up losses 
in its new field out of profits-often mo
nopolistically fat profits-it makes in its 
long-established lines. Now, there are 
those who say there is something natural 
and inevitable about· the continued 
growth of huge corporations. These 
apologists for monopoly seem to agree 
with Karl Marx that economic processes 
are somehow beyond man's control. Mr. 
Speaker, I am glad there are so many 
Members of this Congress who emphati
cally disagree with that point of view. 
We can stop the growth of monopoly in 
America; we can preserve our free com
petitive system, if we make up our minds 
to do the job, if we strengthen our anti
trust laws and appropriate adequate 
funds for their enforcement. 

We cannot expect the Federal Trade 
Commission, for instance, successfully to 
defend the public interest against the 
country's top corporation lawyers if we 
give it only pennies with which to work. 

In this connection I want to commend 
the House Anti-Monopoly Subcommittee 
and its able chairman, the chairman of 
the Judiciary Committee, Mr. EMANUEL 
CELLER. Our country owes a great deal 
to Mr. CELLER for his years of yeoman 
service in the battle against monopoly 
and for freedom of enterprise. 

The Antimonopoly Subcommittee has 
unanimously recommended that Con
gress "make a substantial increase in its 
appropriations to · the Federal Trade 
Commission, with the increase ear
marked· specifically for merger work." 

The subcommittee ·has recommended 
$951,000 for that purpose.-

Mr. Speaker, I want to urge that we 
support the recommendation of the Anti
monopoly Subcommittee. We are spend
ing billions to protect ourselves from the 
Communist brand of aggressive central
ized power. Surely we cannot afford to 
lose by default to the aggressive, central
ized power of monopoly here at home be
cause of our failure to appropriate less 
than a million dollars. 

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 
Mr. ASHMORE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that the Committee 
on the Judiciary have until midnight to
night to file a report on the bill, H. R. 
7763. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
Mr. ASHMORE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that at that point 
in the RECORD where the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. GATHINGS] yielded to me 
for some comment, I may insert the full 
resolution passed by the Legislature of 
the State of South Carolina that was 
referred to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

FREEDOM OF THE PRESS 
The SPEAKER pro tempo re. [Mr. 

METCALF]. Under previous order of the 
House, ·the gentleman from Massachu
setts [Mr. O'NEILL] is recognized for 30 
minutes. 

Mr. O'NEILL. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to revise and extend 
my remarks ·and to include two news
paper articles. . 

· The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of · the gentleman from 
Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. O'NEILL. Mr. Speaker, it is good 

for all Americans to be reminded from 
time to time how fortunate we are to 
live in a land where the press is free. 
I was reminded of that truth vividly 
the other day. A friend of . mine was 
expressing resentment over a news col
umn, which he thought contained unfair 
·criticism of a public official. He said, 
"Isn't it terrible that a man in public 
life has to take such criticism?" My 
answer was: Think how much more ter
rible it would be if you lived in a country 
where public officials could not be criti
cized. 

We must never forget that freedom 
of expression is our strongest guaranty 
of other freedoms upon which our de
mocracy is based because a tyrant's most 
dreaded enemy is a free press. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to insert two newspaper clippings at this 
point. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
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[From the Boston Post of February 21,· 1956] 

No MAN'S COLLAR 

Until ·now the Boston Post has remained 
silent concerning a contlict with the Shu
bert theatrical interests. This conflict in
volves the fundamental right of freedom of 
the press and the privilege of honest re
porting. 

This matter has already received mention 
in other publications. For the issues at 
stake concern the very foundation on which 
the free press in this country is based. 
Post readers, who are directly involved, now 
have a right to know the facts. 

The facts are very simple. 
The Shubert interests have blacklisted 

Elliot Norton, the Post's drama critic, from 
their theaters because he wrote a review and 
a subsequent Sunday column on "The Pon
der Heart." The review and the column dis
pleased J. J. Shubert, who owns or operates 
Boston's seven legitimate theaters. 

NO SURRENDER OF FREEDOMS 

When the Post refused to order Mr. Nor
ton to revise his future writing so that it 
would be more satisfying to Mr. Shubert, tbe 
advertising placed in the Post by the Shu
bert theaters was slashed. 

The Post does not question the right of 
the Shuberts to drop Mr. Norton from its 
press list; we are quite willing to pay for his 
tickets. 

Nor does the Post challenge the privilege 
of the Shubert interests to reduce their ad.:. 
vertlsing. They have a perfect right to do so. 

If the price of the Shubert advertising is 
a surrender of the right of freedom of ex
pression and honest reporting and a tacit 
understanding that every show presented in 
a Shubert theater will be praised, whether 
deservedly or not, then that is a price the 
Post will not_ pay. 

OBLIGATION TO READERS 

The Post does not wear the collar of Mr. 
Shubert, or anyone else. Our obligation is 
to our readers. Our responsibillty is to tell 
them the truth, as we see the truth. 

Elliot Norton, whose writing the Shuberts 
seek to control, is · an experienced and well 
equipped drama critic. A graduate of the 
Boston Latin School and Harvard College, 
he is a well rounded newspaper man who has 
been with t~e Post for 30 years. He has 
been its drama editor for 22 years. 

He is one of the country's foremost experts 
1n his field. His opinions are respected · by 
leading producers, directors, and actors in 
the theatrical profession. A mild-mannered 
person who is .extremely popular with llis 
fellow-newspaper workers, he is a construc
tive rather than a destructive writer. His 
suggestions frequently have been adopted 
by producers and directors to improve their 
shows. 

Richard Rodgers, celebrated composer and 
partner of Oscar Hammerstein, declared 
recently in a national television interview 
that Rodgers and Hammerstein open their 
plays in Boston largely because of Mr. Nor
ton's analysis and constructive criticism. 

Raymond Massey has referred to Mr. Nor
ton as one of the theater's finest jurors. 
Helen Hayes has called Mr. Norton one of 
the outstanding dramatic critics of the coun
try, adding that what is more important, 
he loves the theater. 

The late George M. Cohan described Mr. 
Norton as not only a very important, well
informed and widely read critic, but what is 
far more important, he doesn't permit his 
personal likes and disllkes to creep into his 
writing. He shoots straight. 

Cornella otis Skinner declared that Mr. 
Norton commands the respect and friend
ship of everyone in the theater who appre
ciates sincerity and uncommon critical 
perception: 

Tallulah Bankhead characterized him as 
a first rate and sincere observer of . the 

drama with real integrity and affection for 
the theater. . 

Those are but a few of the testimonials 
to Norton's ability, integrity and sincerity as 
a drama critic that could be cited. 

The Post, of course, does not challenge · 
the right of anyone to disagree with Elliot 
Norton. But it does insist most forcefully · 
on his right to express his honest opinions 
to Post readers. 

COLUMNS, NOT FOR SALE 

The news coluuins of the Post are not 
!-0r sale to Mr. Shubert or to anyone else. 
It would be nothing more than a complete 
abandonment of newspaper integrity and a 
shoddy sellout of Post readers, if Mr. Norton 
were to be instructed that in the future his 
reviews and columns are to be written to 
please J. J. Shubert and that he no longer 
can call plays as he sees them. That has not 
happened. It wm not happen. 

The implications in the banning of the 
Post drama critic are far-reaching. I~ the 
Shubert interests can control the play re
views and tell a critic what to write, some
one else obviously can do the same thing in 
another section of the newspaper. 

If the Shuberts can do what they are en
deavoring to do, it would ·be the beginning 
of the end for the free press and the. honest 
reporting and expression of opinion that are 
its bulwarks. 

The charge made by the Boston represent
ative of J. J~ Shubert is that Mr. Norton "be-
labored" the theater. · 

Here is what precipitated that charge: 
Mr. Norton wrote a critical review of The 

Ponder Heart, in which he referred to it as a 
"disappointing play." Subsequently, in his 
Sunday column, he elaborated on his first 
criticism. 

TICKETS DENIED CRITIC 

A representative of the Shubert interest.a 
visited the Post advertising director the day 
after this column was published to com
plain about it. He was referred to J. J. 
McManus, editor in .chief of the Post. The 
Shubert spokesman insisted to Mr. McManus 
that Mr. Norton had no right to criticize the 
play a second time. He maintained that 
Norton's job should be "to help t~e theater." 

Editor in Chief McManus replied that Mr. 
Norton's function was to act as drama critic, 
not to praise plays which do not deserve 
praise. He declared that Mr. Norton would 
not be ordered to change his attitude or 
alter his writing in any way. 

The' Shubert representative, thereupon, de
clared that Mr. Norton would be suspended 
from the theater's press list and that no 
ticket .would be available for him for a play 
opening that night. He was told that the 
Post will be glad to pay for the critic's 
ttckets. 

Mr. Norton purchased a ticket that night 
for Someone Waiting, liked the show and 
said so in his review the next day. 

On that occasion, the Post dic;l not re
port this brazen attempt to muzzle the 
press. However, so many other publica
tions, upon learning of the matter, have 
commented on it that we believe the time 
has come to discuss it fully. 

The Shubert interests, unable to dictate 
the policy concerning Mr. Norton's columns 
and reviews, .next notified the Post that they 
were cutting down all advertising in this 
newspaper, presumably in the assumption 
that such a step would whip the Post into 
line. 

[From the Bosto'1 Post of February 22, 1956_] 
No MAN'S COLLAR 

(Continued from yesterday) 
When the Shubert \heatrical interests 

sought to stifle the expression of honest opin
ions in the reviews and columns written by 
Elliot Norton, The Post's drama critic, it was_ 

not the first time they boldly tried. to stangle 
the freedom of the press. 

Other newspapers and publications have 
been the targets for similar brazen and dic
tatorial tactics, when they told the truth, as 
they saw it, about presentations in t.heatres 
owned or controlled by the Shuberts. 

Here in Boston. The Pilot, official publica
tion of this Catholic . Archdiocese, was SUS• 
pended from the Shubert press ticket list be
cause its editors dared to publish three re
views which displeased J. J. Shubert. 

The Pilot was one of the newspapel"s which 
protested editorially, when· it first became 
known that Mr. Norton's name had been 
stricken from the press ·ust of the Shubert 
theatres because The Post had refused to 
order him to change his-writing so that · it 
would conform with the ideas of Mr. Shubert. 

"LIKE A SPOILED CHILD" 

The archdiocesan newspaper, whose com
ment is reprinted in full on page 20, observed 
that the . principle involved in the Norton 
incident was either write the reviews to suit 
J. J. Shubert or, like any other spoiled child, 
J. J. doesn't want to play any more." 

"This attempt at censorship by pressure 
should get some strong reaction from those 
who really care for the American stage-we 
hope they wil stand up and be counted," 
The Pilot declared. 

When the national magazine, Ne.wsweek. 
telephoned John Shubert, son of J. J. Shu
bert, in New York for a ~ommerit on the 
black listing of the Post's critic, the maga
zine's reporter quoted him, as replying: "You 
wri~e a bad revie.w and we'll fix you, too." 

Newsweek pointed out that as far back as 
1915, Alexander Woollcott, then writing for 
the New York Times, was barred from the 
Shubert theatres in New York beca-use he 
wrote that a Shubert production was "not 
very amusing." 

OTHER CRITICS BLACKLISTED 

Over the years, the Shuberts have siml.;. , 
larly blacklisted or ·refused press tickets to 
other- critics and columnists in New York, 
Chicago and, elsewhere, Newsweek teported:. 
The magazine referred to Mr. Norton as "per
haps the most respected critic in . New Eng-
land." _ 

Variety, tb.e ,'.'J:>\ble of the entertainment 
world," loi:g· has JJl:leI\ blackballed by the 
Shuberts because of its-refusal to surrender 
its rights of honest reporting and expression 
of opinion. 

In an article on the removal of Norton 
from the Shubert press list, Variety reported 
that "there have been numerous Shubert 
bans against critics and columnists in New 
York." 

"The fact that Norton's· outspoken oplnions 
have made him the outstanding Boston critic, 
virtually the only one taken seriously by the 
trade, has not spared him the resentment of 
those whose shows he has rapped," Variety 
asserted. 

CAN_ SH~E~TS DIC°!-'ATE? 

The issue involved in the confl.ict between 
the Shubert interests and the Post, which 
has seen the Shuberts not only b1acklist 
drama editor Norton but also reduce their 
advertising in the Post in reprisal for Mr. 
Norton's criticism, is very simple. 

That question is: Should the Post stand 
firm and insist upon the riglit of honest 
writing for its readers; or should it allow 
the Shuberts to dictate what will be said 
about the plays staged in the theaters under 
their control? 

Fundamentally, · what the Shuberts ~re 

seeking' to do in th~ir efforts to strangle free• 
dom of newspaper expression is no different 
from the tactics of dictators which resulted 
in the destruction of the free press in some 
countries. 

It is incredible that this should hap.pen Jn 
Boston, the Cradle of Liberty, wher~ , free
dom itself wa.s born. Y~t, !he first step woµ1g. 
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be taken, if" J. J. Shubert were to prevail in 
this instance. 

By itself this dispute is not of vital con
sequence. It is not of great importance 
whether the Shubert interests bar Mr. Norton 
from their press list or if they reduce their 
advertising in the Post. 

GREAT PRINCIPLE INVOLVED 

But the implications involved are of tre
mendous significance, and the principle at 
stake concerns one of the rights that is 
guaranteed in the United States Constitu
tion-that of freedom of the press, that of 
a newspaper to tell its readers the truth. 

It would be a bitter day for the people of 
_ this city and Nation, if the time ever comes 

when one man, whatever material power he 
may wield, can deny that rigl,lt. In · essence, 
that is what J. J. Shubert is trying to do. 

If the owner of a qhain of legitimate thea
ters can dictate what is said in the drama 
section of a newspaper about the plays that 
are presented, it logically follows that a man 
who controlled enough advertising could 
elect Governors and Presidents by telling the 
newspapers whom they must support tor 
high public office. 

That is a shocking, sobering thought. But 
the shocking, sobering fact is that the break
down of the free press in the dictator coun
tries began with orders as to what could 
and· could not be printed in one section of 
a newspaper. 

The Post reiterates. It wears no man's 
collar. It never will. The Post's responsi
bility is to its readers. That duty demands 
the presentation of the truth and honel$t 
opinions without fear or obligation. To 
allow J. J. Shubert or anyone else to dictate 
what should be printed in any section of 
this newspaper would be to break faith with 
those re_aders. · · · 

Mr. O'NEILL. Mr. Speaker, I have 
asked for time to speak about a shocking 
and disgraceful incident that has oc
curred in the district I represent and in 
the capital city ·of the Commonwealth 
of ;Massachusetts. , 

It concerns a :flagrant attempt to vio
late ·.one ·of the basic and fundamental 
freedoms that is gua1~antee~ in our Fed
eral Constitution-the right of freedom 
·of the press. 

. Involved in this conflict are the Boston 
Post, the leading Democratic newspaper 
in New England, and the Shubert theat
rical interests. ' 

The Shubert group attempted to dic
tate what could and could not be pub
lished in the Post's draJilatic reviews 
concerning the plays and shows pre
sented in the legitimate theaters under 
its control. 

. When the Boston Post refused to be 
intimidated and insisted on exercising 
its right to tell the readers the truth in 
its drama ·section, the Shubert interests 
blacklisted Mr. Elliot Norton, the Post's 
drama editor, in its theaters and reduced 
its advertising in the Post. · 

This is not the first time that Mr. J. J. 
Shubert has tried to enforce his views 
upon an entire community Mr. Speaker, 
and unless we take some action I suspect 
it will not be the last. 

This has happened in the past, Mr. 
Speaker, in Boston, in New York, and 
Chicago. Now a great Democratic news
paper has seen fit to take a stand and 
make a flight on this issue, and I am 
going to ask the House Judiciary Com
mittee. to investigate this matter and to 
call Mr. J. J. Shubert before it and ask 
him some very pertinent questions. 

In my city, Mr. Speaker, we also have cannot come in at all? This is a mat
a publication called the Pilot. Most of ter which I believe warrants the atten
you undoubtedly have heard about it. It tion of our Committee on the Judiciary. 
is the otncial publication of the Catholic While the committee is making the in-
Archdiocese of Boston. vestigation it would also be interesting if 

When it dared to publish three reviews we investigated some of the ftlthy pro
which displeased Mr. J. J. Shubert, it ductions in their theaters. Furthermore, 
was immediately blacklisted in the Shu- it would be interesting if we investigated 
bert theaters. the Communist line that many of their 

When a reporter on the national mag- plays have been following through the 
azine Newsweek called a representative past and all of these various actors that 
of the Shubert interests, he was told that they had before the Committee on Un
if he published anything on the matter, American Activities. 
he also would be "fixed." There is no question but that a mo-

Variety, the so-called bible of the en- nopoly of the worst sort is involved here, 
tertainment world, is blacklisted by the and I believe there are very serious 
Shuberts. violations of the antitrust law. It may 

I am proud, Mr. Speaker, that in my not be an important episode in our his
district a great newspaper has chosen to tory, Mr. Speaker, when a drama critic 
make a public fight against bold and is blacklisted in all the legitimate 
:flagrant attempts to muzzle and stifle theaters in a great metropolitan city 
the free press which is so important in because he insists on his right to publish 
our democratic form of government. his honest opinions. But it is of great -

There is a great deal about this mat- consequence when a man who has a mo
ter which I believe the Judiciary Com- nopoly in his field tries to muzzle and 
mittee of the House should investigate. throttle the press and to violate the 
I believe Mr. Shubert should be called freedom of the press. To me it is a 
before the committee · and made to ex- shocking thing that such an attempt 
plain what gives him the right to boldly could be made in the historic city of 
and brazenly attempt to trespass upon Boston, the cradle of American liberty, 
the freedom of the press, and why he has the place in which the fight for Ameri
the effrontery to attempt to muzzle can freedom was started. I wonder, Mr. 
honest reporting and truthful expression Speaker, if .it was in vain that the early . 
of opinion. patriots dumped the tea in Boston Har-
. I also feel that the committee should bor. I can tell you there are many 

make a thorough investigation to de- people in the city of Boston who be
termine whether. our antitrust laws are lieve there should be another tea party 
not also being violated. In the great and that Mr. Shubert should be dumped 
city of Boston, Mr. Speaker, all seven into the harbor. If this man is to be 
legitimate theaters are under the control . ~llowed to whittle away at the freedom 
of the Shuberts. That situation will be of the press in one area and if he can 
partly corrected in 2 years as a result of get away with his outrageous effort to 
a recent court order, but at the present gag the Boston Post, then other men 
time a producer must obey the dictates with evil intentions are certain to try 
of the Shuberts or he cannot bring his the same thing in other fields. That is 
show to Boston. He can be blackballed ~xactly what the Communists do. That 
just the same as the newspapers which is how ~he breakdown. of th~ free press 
refused to write their drama reviews in a · started m those countries which now are 

·manner which will be pleasing· to Mr. under the oppre~sioJ?- of Soviet tyranny. 
Shubert. Any attempts .to mfrmge upon the rights 

The Shuberts exercise a very tight and guarant~ed under our Constit~tion con
very complete monopoly over the legiti_. cern. this Congress. _I certamly ho~e 
mate theater in the city of Boston. And t1:Jat th~ House Committee on t~e _Jud1-
there are other questions to which the ciary will thoroughly pro~e this msult 
Judiciary Committee - should get the to the people of .the grea~ city of Boston, 
answer. Is there an advertising racket and that Mr. f?hubert will be called be
employed by the Shuberts so that a pro- forerthe commit~ee a:nd. asked to ~nsw~r 
ducer who takes a show into Boston can- a g eat m~my questi~ms c~:mcermng his 
not even advertise his own production in monopoly m the capital city of Boston. 
the newspapers, except in the manner 
prescribed by the Shuberts. I would like HON. CHARLES W. VURSELL'S ELO
to know whether these arrogant and in-
sufferable people exercise such control QUEN:r .TRIBµTE TO ·LINCOLN 
over civil liberties that in this day and Mr. MEADER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
age they can tell a producer where he unanimous 0onsent that the gentleman 
must place his advertising and where he from Michigan [Mr. HOFFMAN] may ex
cannot place it. tend his remarks at this point in the 

I ask that the committee ascertain RECORD and include a Lincoln Day speech 
whether the contracts which the Shu- by Mr. VuRsELL. 
berts execute are framed in such a way Mr. SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
that the producer is coerced and intimi- the request of the gentleman from 
dated under the threat of not getting an- Michigan? 
other theater unless he does what the There was no objection. 
Shuberts tell him he must do. I want Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr. 
the committee to determine just what Speaker, an address seldom, if ever, 
harsh conditions are imposed on pro- equaled, paying tribute to Lincoln and 
ducers who want to present their shows showing that adherence to the principles 
in theaters under the Shubert control. ' enunciated by Lincoln will insure our 
Is it true that they must come in on the national prosperity . and security, was 
Shubert terms or that otherwise they , made by our colleague, the Honorable 
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CHARLES W. VuRSEI:.L, at Belleville, Ill., throughout the Nation, commemorating the come into·· Govetnment service-to head 
on February 9, 1956. memory of Abraham Lincoln, who might be sonie of the most important departments of 

That address reads as follows: regarded as the "Father of the Republican Government. He knew that it would take 
Party,'' the people are given an opportunity the best brains in the Nation, some of the 

SPEECH DELIVERED BY CONGRESSMAN VURSELL to compare ·the two parties on their records. most successful businessmen in the country 
AT LINCOLN DAY DINNER, FEBRUARY 9, I shall attempt such a comparison tonight. to reorganize and unscramble the over
IBELLEVILLE, ILL. First, I want to point out some of the staffed, inefficient departments of Govern
Mr. Chairman, honored guests, ladies and accomplishments of the _past 3 years of the ment the New Deal political bureaucrats had 

gentlemen, we meet tonight to pay homage Eisenhower Republican administration-and been 20 years building up. 
to the memory of Abraham Lincoln, which compare them with 20 years .of the constant He knew it would take men of wide busi
will, I know, renew our faith in the greatness control of this country by the Democratic ness experience, such as: Charlie Wilson, 
of America. Lincoln's life and his impreg- Party. who now heads the Department of Defense, 
nable faith are enduring monuments that What did we find when Eisenhower and . and George Humphrey, of Ohio, as Secretary 
must continue to serve as beacons of hope for the Republican Party came to power in of the Treasury, who has· done the biggest 
us all. January 1953? and best job in that governmental depart-

Lincoln, the great leader and father of the We found a public debt of about $270 bil- ment that has ever been rendered to the 
Republican Party, met the challenge of his lion. A budget request prepared by Presl- Nation. All of the other departments of. 
life in a way that has made us forever proud dent Truman for $76,800 million to defray Government have been staffed with the 
to say, "he walked among us." the ·expenses of the first year of the Eisen- highest caliber of businessmen, who have 

Abraham Lincoln met the need of his time hower administration. He said it was a dedicated their efforts to the service of our 
just as President Eisenhower today responds tight budget, and could not be cut. country. 
to the challenge to our safety and security. We also found $80 billion in debts had EISENHOWER URGES ECONOM.Y 
Lincoln and his party held a great Nation to- been contracted, which were coming due The first act of the President was to write 
gether by wisdom, faith and courage. weekly, and monthly, and had to be paid. 

Tonight, for a moment, let us .bring to In addition, President Truman had spent the heads of each department, urging they 
mind some of our great statesmen, whose $9,700 million more in his last year in office economize to the limit. This they have done 
acts and lives have been an inspiration to than he had collebted in revenue-leaving as no other group of administrators has done 
millions of American citizens and early . a deficit which we had to pay. during my 14 years in the Congress. 
guideposts to the building of this great We found $140 billion in , Government Heretofore, the heads of the departments 
America: bonds which had been sold to people over have often come to the Appropriations Com-

Thomas Jefferson, the author of the im- the past years we~e coming due in the first mittee with their requests padded-asking 
mortal Declaration of Independence. year of the Eisenhower administration, millions more than were needed. These new 

Gen. George Washington, and his troops which had to be refinanced. department heads now come before our Ap-
fighting for the independence of this coun- We found the people had lost confidence propriations Committee,-and state they want 
try at Valley Forge, and throughout the in their Government, to the extent that to cooperate fully with the committee. They 
Revoluntary War. Then, to his inauguration they cashed in $550 million more of their ask for the least they feel is necessary in 
as the first President of the United States, Government bonds . in 1952 than the Gov- their departments, and make it known that 
in which office he served the people for two .it will be their purpose to spend the funds 
terms, and went down in history as the ernment could sell back to the people-a as economically as possible, in the hope they 
Father of His Country. · dangerous situation. may have some balance left at the end of the 

Then, let us move on to the next greatest Of greater importance, the Korean war, year. I can say here and now, very truth-
American of his time, Abraham Lincoln. which had taken a terrible toll of American fully, wasteful spending has come to an end 
The first President to serve under the new lives, and billions of dollars, was dragging in all departments of Government. This one 
Republican Party, and whose memory we along in a stalemate. act of the President, in securing men who 
commemorate this evening. Of the many HOW WE MET THE CRISIS · will cooperate, is saving hundreds of millions 
great deeds that immortalized Lincoln's Let me show you how the Eisenhower Re- of dollars each year for the taxpayers. 
name, was his saving the Union, as "One· publican administration met and solved REPUBL 
nation, under God, indivisible, with liberty ICAN CONGRESS COOPERATES 
and justice for all." every crisis. We in the Congress realized drastic action 

Since the era of Lincoln, our country in EISENHOWER To KOREA must be taken to preserve the financial sol-
the past 40 years has gone through three Shortly after the election in November, vency of the Nation. In the first session of 
tragic wars, and has been faced with the Eisenhower went to Korea, as he said he Congress we cut the proposed budget for· the 
threat of world communism. would if elected, and made a careful study first year of the Eisenhower administration 

During this era there arose from humble of the Korean situation, and conditions in (which Truman said could not be cut), by 
birth, the greatest military leader in world the Far East. When he was later inaugu- about $14 billion. 
history, Dwight D. Eisenhower, in whom later rated as President, he served notice on Rus- Then, to keep our pledge to reduce taxes 
tlie people showed their co:qfidence by elect- sia, China, and the world that his Govern- as early as possible, we continued the excess
ing him President of the 1 United States, in . ment would not permit the Korean stale- profits tax for 6 months. We also continued 
1952. mate to continue-that something had to the corporation tax at 52 percent for an-

All public polls show that Eisenhower has be done. other year. We built up the Treasury to the 
united the thinll;ing of the American pea- They recognized the great military ability point where for 1954 we were able to reduce 
ple-and gained their affection-as no one of President Eisenhower. They knew he taxes by $7,400,000,000-the greatest tax re:
has done since the days of Washington and meant business, and that their day of bluff duction ever voted by the Congress. 
Lincoln. He has attracted the people be- and appeasement was over. In addition to this, we revised the entire 
cause of his ability, his sincerity, his integ- Within a few weeks; Mr. Malik, then rep- tax code, whit:h had not been done in over 
rity, his courage, and his spiritual leadership. resenting Communist Russia in the u. N.. half a century. We cut out inequalities. 
He is now regarded as the world's leading spoke up, urging an immediate move toward We provided tax relief in this revision for 
statesman, in his continued effort for world millions of smaller taxpayers, and for 
peace. peace. business. 

There are some who believe that . divine STOPPED THE WAR IN KOREA In fact, we gave small business the green 
providence always has ready the right man We stopped the war in Korea, as the first light of confidence throughout the Nation, 
to meet major crises which threaten the fu- great accomplishment of the Eisenhower and held out hope that big business would 
ture of our country-founded on Christian Repuqlican administration. Not one Amer- also find, in the revision, some benefits. 
principles. ican soldier in the past 2¥2 years has lost 

He came to power as President at a time his life on the battlefield. The business people of the Nation, little 
when there had been years of dissension- We stopped the war that cost us over and big, recognized that the Republican 
at a time when the people had lost much of 157,0-00 American casualties. We stopped the Party opposes socialistic policies of Govern
their confidence in Government policies war that the Truman-Atcheson administra- ment, and that business, as well as all the 
which were threatening the financial . stabil- tion got us into, and whose policie::: prevented people, had a friendly Government that in-
ity c;>f our N~tion. . our soldiers from winning. tended to keep the avenues of opportunity 

History ~ill doubtless associate his name, Every American father and mother, and - open for all our citizens-from the most 
and contributi~ms to America, along with millions of our people throughout our land humble to the highest. 
~hose of Washmgton a?-d Lincoln._ .wash- · tonight are grateful for this great humani- Two-thirds of this tax reduction of $7.4 
ington, the Fathe: o~ ~1s Country; i...mcoln, tarian service to the people of our Nation. billion went to the taxpayers in the lower 
who sav_ed the Umon, Eisenhower, who saved Tonight we have peace and prosperity brackets, and the larger part of the other 
the .umt~~ States from a dangerous eco- throughout the land. We no longer are de- one-third reduction went to the taxpayers 
nom1c crisis on the homefront, and .stopped pendent upon war. Our people now have a in the medium brackets, and only a small 
the advancem~nt of world communism. feeling of serenity hope and confidence in part went to big business. 

Now, my friends, on this occasion, it is ' ' I point this out because the Democrat 
always appropriate to discuss the policies of the future. leaders, who had increased taxes for 20 years, 
the Republican Party and make compari- HOW WE MET THE CRISES ON THE HOMEFRONT . and who had never reduced taxes, imme
sons of its record with that of the opposing President Eisenhower persuaded some of diately falsely claimed that the Republicans' 
party. On t.hese occasions being held the ablest businessmen in the Nation to ·tax bill favored big business. They knew 
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then, and they kn.ow now. when they make 
such statements they are only attemptipg to 
deceive the people. 

WE PREVENTED A DEPRESSION 
We gave this tax reduction the 1st day 

of the 2d year of the Eisenhqwer adminis-· 
tration, because we realized that in the 
transition of our Government from war to 
peace there was great danger of a recession, 
or depression, following. 

We knew that the leaders of the Russian 
Government felt when the war was over that 
the United States would go into a depression 
that would enhance their opportunity to 
spread communism in America. Many lead
ers of European governments were also fear
ful this would happen. 

And in the beginning of 1954, men began 
to lose their Jobs, business began to slacken, 
and there were those in the Democrat Party, 
Senator DOUGLAS, of Illinois, particularly, 
who began to preach to the press, and to the 
Nation, that a depression was inevitable
that a recession was here. Others, for polit
ical purposes, took up the gloom and poom 
theme song at that time. 

The Republican administration took the 
position that if we would allow the people 
to keep $7.4 billion, and not take it away 
from them in taxes, they would spend this 
$7.4 billion-much of it for things that 
people had to buy-but which first had to be 
made in the factories and '.foundries of the 
Nation. In other words, we increased the 
purchasing power of the American people 
by $7.4 billion in the belief that it would 
help us beat off the· threat of depression 
until the transition from war to peace had 
been accomplished. 

We were so right that while the first year, 
1953 of the Eisenhower administration had 
prov'en to be the most prosperous adminis
tration in the history of our Nation, that 
recovery set in in 1954, which brought that 
year out as the second best peacetime year 
of prosperity the Nation had ever enjoyed. 

BUSINESS EXPANSION 
Our reduction of. wasteful spending, of 

establishing sound business policies, build
ing up the financial strength of the Treas
ury, following. with a tax reduction, brought 
about an expansion of bus.iness in the be
ginning of 1955 which has given this Nation 
the greatest era of prospe12ity it. has ever 
enjoyed. 
. We stopped inflation that had risen 13 per .. 
cent under the last 3 years of the Truman 
administration, penalizing all wage earners, 
consumers, annuitants, and bondholders, by 
driving down the purchase power of the 
dollar to 50 cents. 

During the past 3 years of the Eisenhower 
Republican administration, the general cost 
of Uving has not increased by even 1 per
cent. Food prices of all kinds, which make 
up a large part of the consumers' budget are 
lowest since 1950. The average cost of food 
is now 13 percent lower than it was in May 
1955. 

ITS EFFECT ON LABOR 
Over 65 million laboring men have jobs at 

the highest wages ever known, and their 
take-home pay, by reason of our reduction 
of taxes, alone has been increased by over 
10 percent. In addition, their take-home 
pay now buys 13 percent more food than they 
were able to get under the Truman. ad!Din-
1stration, and their wages are the highest 
ever in the history Qf this Nation. 

BUSINESS IS BOOMING 
Throughout 1955 steel production, oil 

production, industrial production in every 
category have broken all past records. More 
houses have been built by veterans, and 
others, under the Eisenhower administration 
than ever before. Department stores sales 
have reached one peak after another. More 
people own automobiles than ever before. 
More radios, more television sets, and more 

electrical appliances have been made, and 
purchased, than in any years of our history. 
The people have bought, and are holding, 
more Government bonds than ever before. 
More food of every kind has been purchased 
by the people, and the leading economists 
predict that there will be a general level of 
prosperity prevailing throughout the entire 
year of 1956. 

Our gross national product has risen from 
$345 billions in 1952 (under the Truman ad
ministration) to an annual rate running 
close to $400 billions; in other words, an in
crease in our annual output of almost $55 
billions in the last 3 years under the Eisen
hower administration. 

If further proof is needed, our citizens have 
bought, and are now holding $1,929,000,000 
more E and H savings bonds than they held 
in the last year of the Truman adminis
tration. They have bought many billions 
more of all other series of Government 
bonds-a tribute to the confidence of the 
Eisenhower Republican administration. All 
of this has been accomplished in an era of 
peace. 

Fewer young men have been drafted into 
the service. Everything is booining but the 
guns; in fact, the people have never had it 
so good. 
. Regardless of the sharp criticism and false 
claims of the Democrat leaders, who were 
thrown out of power in 1952 because they 
failed the people, the average American 
knows that the Republican Party has given 
them what the great majority want--peace 
and prosperity. · 

Knowing this, they will vote to continue 
4 more years of the sound policies of the 
Eisenhower Republican administration. 

A BALANCED BUDGET 
Adlai Stevenson and his party leaders, in 

1952, told the people our promises to redu~e 
taxes could not be kept. Of course, if his 
party had been successful, taxes would not 
have been reduced. We stopped wasteful 
spending, adopted business principles, and 
gave the people a tax reduction of $7.4 bil
lion-the largest in history. 

Adlai Stevenson, their candidate, told the 
people our promises to balance the budget 
were false, and this could not be done. Of 
course, if he had been elected, inflation 
would have continued, and the budget would 
not have been balanced. 

He was wrong again. We will balance the 
budget this coming June, and have a ·sur
plus left over, of several hundred million 
dollars, that can be applied to reducing the 
national debt-or to give the people another 
tax reduction. · 

The Democrats told you that another 
Hoover depression would follow-if Eisen
hower and a Republican Congress were 
elected-and there would be a return to the 
soup and bread lines. They were wrong 
again. 

The boundless prosperity, with over 65 
million people employed, refutes that state
ment. The Secretary of the Treasury, George 
Humphrey, and President Eisenhower, in a 
recent statement said that we would not 
only balance the budget in June 1956, but 
we would balance the budget again in June 
1957. 

THE FARM PROBLEM 
Most well-informed farmers know that the 

present low farm prices in some categories 
are the direct result of the laws passed under 
the past Democrat administrations which 
had been effective up to the 1955 crop sea
son. They know that the mountain of sur
plus farm products sold to the Government, 
of over $8 billion, overhanging and depress
ing the !armers' market has driven his prices 
down. 

For example, the Government-owned or 
controlled 2 billion bushels of wheat before 
we began to harvest last year's wheat crop 
of 860 million bushels. The same applies to 

cotton and to a lesser e:ii::tent to corn, which 
overhangs the market and has naturally de
pressed farm prices. 

Most farmers know that in 1952, under the 
last year of the Truman administration, all 
hog prices for the year averaged $17.80 a 
hundredweight, and that throughout 1953, 
under the Republican administration, they 
averaged $21.59 a hundredweight, and that 
in 1954 they averaged $21.60 a hundred
weight--both years much higher than in the 
last two years of the Truman administration. 

Farmers know that the big drop in hog 
prices last October, to a low of $12 per hun
dredweight, was due to the great increase of 
the last three pig crops by 12 percent ever 
normal; that the market was broken when 
34 percent more hogs came on the market 
in the thilrd week of October 1955 than had 
come to the market on the same week in 
October 1954. The facts are that hogs had 
been so profitable during all of 1953 and 1954 
that the farmers increased the hog crop to 
where the surplus was so great that it glutted 
the market, and wrecked prices. -

I am happy to note that due to the pork 
purchase program of Secretary Benson, and 
due to the reduction of the last pig crop, 
that the price of hogs has recovered rapidly 
to over $15 a hundredweight. 

REMOVING SURPLUSFS 
The Eisenhower administration knows that 

farm surpluses must be disposed of before 
the farmers can fully share in our prosper
ity. During the 3 years of the Eisenhower 
administration, we have disposed of over $4 
billion of farm surpluses owned by the Gov
ernment. We have made such an effort to 
regain our export markets that in the same 
time our exports have totaled over $4Y2 bil
lion. Exports during each of the 3 years of 
the Eisenhower administration have been 
increased, and we will continue to increase 
our exports this year. 

With the nine-point farm program the 
President has recommended, including the 
soil bank program, added to what we have 
already done to remove the cause Of low 
farm prices, we feel certain that the farmers 
will soon share fully in the boundless pros
perity of our country. We will continue to 
exert every effort to that end. 

OUR FOREIGN POLICY 
Recently, some Democrat Party lea~ers 

sought to gain political advantage by criti
cizing the statement of Secretary of State 
John Foster Dulles over a news article in a 
popular magazine quoting him as saying in 
substance: three times we have been at the 
brink of war under the Eisenhower adminis
tration, and maintained peace by our strong 
policy which served notice on China and Rus
sia not to miscalculate our position. He 
wanted the Communists to know if they 
started to grab more territory they would 
have war with Uncle Sam. He afterward an
swered such criticism that one had to take 
such a calculated risk to prevent war. 
· The great majority of our citizens applaud 
President Eisenhower and Secretary Dulles 
for taking this strong position. Basically, 
it is the same policy that Teddy Roosevelt 
took and prevented war. His policy was 
"spe~k softly but carry a big stick," and the 
bigger the bully, the firmer we should be
and the bigger the stick we should carry. 
This is a proud American policy, too long 
neglected, that will help prevent war, and 
maintain peace. 

NO MORE APPEASEMENT 
Contrast this statement, and its results, 

with the past blunder of the Truman-Atche
son administration, when a few months be
fore the Korean war, Secretary of State Dean 
Atcheson declared to the world that Korea 
was outside of our perimeter of defense in the 
Far East--meaning we did not intend to de
fend South Korea if she were attacked. 
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In addition, they pulled our troops oµt of 

South Korea, and most of them from Japan. 
In fact, this the Communists regarded as an 
invitation to China and North Korea to gob
ble up South Korea. They promptly moved 
in, and when the North Korean Communists 
crossed the line, with strong military forces, 
Truman and Atcheson switched their policy, 
and put this country into war overnight. 

A few American soldiers, including General 
Dean, left in South Korea without sumcient 
arms, joined the South Korean _forces in an 
attempt to hold back the invaders. It was 
then that American soldiers tried to stop the 
Communists' tanks from the north with only 
machineguns and a few bazookas. Many of 
them -were slaughtered before Geheral Mac-

. Arthur · could move in reinforcements from 
Japan. Through the terrible months fol
lowing, thousands of our soldiers lost thei~ 
lives and were about to be driven into the 
sea when, through their valor, wit~ the heli) 
of the South. Koreans, this terrible tragedy 
was prevented. · · · · 

TH~ BRINK OF WA~ 
Talk about Dulles' statement of being at 

the brink of war, and preventing it. The 
Democrat administrations, during the last 40 , 
years, not only led us to the brink of war 
three times, but over the precipice into 
World War I, which took the · uves of 50,000 
American men, and more wounded; then, 
into World War II, which cost the lives of 
800,000 soldiers, and a million Americans 
wounded; then, after the blunder of Truman 
and Atcheson, in which Secretary of State 
Atcheson said, "we will let the dust settle. 
Korea is outside our perimeter of defense," 
they plunged us into the Korean war over
night that took the lives of over 54,000 
soldiers, with 103,000 wounded. 

President Eisenhowe:i;-, Secretary Dulles, 
and the American people know that Russia 
respects nothing but force. They know that 
in World War I, World War II, and the Korean 
war that we were drawn into all of them 
because of our weak appeasement · policies; 
which led other nations to believe :they could 
start these wars, and the United States would 
remain out of them. 

This appeasement policy led the Kaiser 
. to believe, in 1914, that we would not enter 
·the war. This appeasement also led Hitler 
and Mussolini to believe, in 1939, they could 
take over Western Europe, and we would not 
enter the conflict. 

Had Truman and Atcheson issued such a 
policy as Eisenhower and Dulles have issued, 
clearly warning the Communists in advance 
that we would fight to repel aggression in 
Korea, the chances are great that the Korean 
war, that took the lives of 54,000 Americans, 
would have been avoided. 

Russia, China, and the Communist world 
now know not to make that mistake again, 
and they will doubtless not make it, be
cause they know they could not win. 

OUR Mll.ITARY STRENGTH 

Since President Eisenhower was elected, 
we have built up the strongest military force 
in the world-not for war, but to prevent 
war-and continue our efforts for world 
peace. Our military machine has been mod
ernized to make the greatest use of newly 
developed atomic weapons, and of long and 
short range missiles. 

RUSSIA SURROUNDED 

We have Russia surrounded today by a 
hundred airbases on the west, reaching from 
Norway down through England, France, 
Spain, across North Africa into Turkey, 
Greece, Saudi Arabia, and Pakistan. In 
addition, we have our great Mediterranean 
fteet all ready, poised on her south, which 
contains many great fiattop aircraft carriers 
from which our planes can take off-100 from 
each deck every hour-and rain atomic 
bombs on the war induswies of Russi~ 
within from 1 to 3 Y:a hours fiying time. 

We have our Pacific fleet ready for action 
north of Japan with flattop carriers, and 
planes ready to strike eastern Russia and 
China with bombs. We have airbases in 
Japan, Formosa, Okinawa, and the Ph111p
pines that can rain bombs on the Commu
nist enemy in eastern Asia within 1 to 4 
hours flying time. 

Our military buildup under President 
Eisenhower, and our foreign policy have 
worked so well that we have stopped Russia 
and China. We have so far deterred them 
from starting another war, to the point 
where the best military authorities predict 
continued peace. Continued peace because 
Russia knows that if she and China start 
another war, we have the power to destroy 
their industries, and their power' to suc-
cessfully wage war. ' 

In conclusion may I say that time has 
permitted "me to only touch upon a few of 
the · many great accomplishments of the 
Eisenhower administration, which has 
brought to all of our people 3 years of ex
panding business, full employment; a boun-: 
tiful prosperity, and peace. · · " 

Corruption and Communists have been 
eradicated from government. Honesty and 
emciency has again been installed. Confi
dence in the future has been :firmly estab
lished under the leadership of our great 
President, who has again brought dignity 
to the White House, and has gained the re
spect and the confidence of our people and 
the leaders of the free nations of the world. 

This is what the American people voted 
for in 1952. They will not allow: these 
greatly improved conditions to be taken 
away from them by the Trumans, the Harri
mans, the Kefauvers, the Stevensons-who 
offer the people nothing bl.lt a return to the 
wasteful spending, scandals, mismanage
ment, inflation, and governmental chaos 
they stopped in 1952 by the election of Eisen
hower and a Republican Congress. 

While we hope and pray that the Presi
dent's health will continue to improve to 
the point where the people can have J;lis 
great leadership another term, if perchance 
he decides he must retire, the people know 
that for their own good they must have 4 
more years of the Eisenhower Republican 
policies, and will elect a Republican nomi
nee for President who has his support, and 
a Republican Congress. They will vote to 
help continue his program-he so nobly be
gan. 

INVESTIGATION OF THE FEDERAL 
AIRPORT AID PROGRAM 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the previous order of the House, the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. MEADER] 
is recognized for 30 minutes. 

Mr. MEADER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
·unanimous consent to revise and extend 
my remarks and to include extraneous 
matter. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
· the request of the gentleman from 
Michigan? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. MEADER. Mr. Speaker, today I 

have requested an investigation of the 
Federal airport aid program. This re
quest is contained in a letter addressed 
to the Honorable ROBERT H. MOLLOHAN, 
chairman of the Legal and Monetary 
Affairs Subcommittee of the Govern
ment Operations Committee of the 
House of Representatives, which I will 
insert in full in my remarks. 

I might point out that the Govern
ment Operations Committee of the 
House has the duty under the rules of 
the House of Representatives of study-

ing the operation of Government activi
ties at all levels with a view to deter
mining its economy and its efficiency. 

In its rules the Government Opera
tions Committee of the House created 
various standing subcommittees, one of 
which is the Subcommittee on Legal 
and Mon~tary Affairs. That subcom
mittee has investigative jurisdiction 
over several departments and agencies 
in the executive branch of the Govern
ment, among them the Department of 
Commerce. In the Department of 
Commerce is the Civil Aeronautics Ad
ministration which is the agency 
through which the program for Federal 
aid to airports is carried out. 

My interest in this subject has de
ve)oped largely because of a rather 
violent controversy between two air
ports in the Detroit metropolitan area. 
One of those airports, Willow Run, is 
the terminal for scheduled commercial 
airlines serving the Detroit area. The 
airfield itself does not happen to be in 
my congressiona,l district, but the termi
nal for the airport is in my district, the 
county line running between the termi
nal and the airfield. 

Willow Run Airport was built in con
junction with the Willow Run bomber 
plant constructed during the early years 
of the war by the Ford Mo for Co. for 
the purpose of building B-24 bomb
ers. That plant-and that field from 
which thousands of large bombers were 
fiown-served admirably during World 
War II and provided weapons which en-' 
abled the United States and it allies to 
be victorious. 

I was told by t:1e Ford Motor Co. rep
resentative in charge of the airport that 
when Willow Run was built it was the 
finest airport in the United States. 

The commercial airlines before and 
during World War II used the Detroit 
City Airport at Gratiot and Six Mile 
Road in the city of Detroit as their 
terminal. But when the airlines began 
their tremendous postwar expansion im
mediately after World War II and com
menced to use four-engine craft, the 
Detroit City Airport became inadequate, 
partly because of a huge gas tank located 
on the airport, and partly because of 
the limited length of the runways. The 
airlines had nowhere to go. 

But here was this beautiful Willow 
Run airport, a war casualty, which be
came surplus after World War II, having 
served its military purpose. An arrange
men~ was worked out whereby that sur
plus airport was deeded to a public body, 
the regents of the University of Mjch
igan, a body corporate of the State of 
Michigan, with the provision that it be 
maintained as a public airport. 

The university was interested in the 
airport because it had important re
search contracts, mostly for the Defense 
Department, and used some of the build
ings on the airport arid some of the space 
of the airport for its re.search activities. 
The university, however, was not in a 
p.osition to go into the airport business 
as such, and, in turn, made an arrange
ment with a corporation formed by the 
airlines to maintain and operate the air
port . . 

For 10 years now .Willow Run Airport 
has served satisfactorily as the terminal 

j• 
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for the Pe4'oit _area. It llp;s don~ so at 
practically no pubUc. expense and al
though it is the sixth busiest airport in 
the country in term8 of volume of traffic 
handled, it has never had "_an .acCident. 

Now, about 13Pr air niifos away from 
the Willow Run Airport the"re is another 
airport called the Detroit-Wayn_e Major 
Airport. After the war the Wayne 
County Road Commission, which owns 
that airport, and. its engineer, Leroy C. 
smith, began a gigantic exp~nsion P.r<>:
gram at Wayne Major. They have 
poured into that airport some $13 mil
lion of Wayne· County-State bf Michigan 
funds .and they have poured into it in 
excess of $4 .million of Federal Airport 
aid funds which is 52 percent of all 
the Federal airport aid money that went 
to the State of Michigan in the 10-year 
penod from 1946 to 1956. I. have .. no 
doubt but what Leroy Smith is a com
petent highway engineer: but I · ~m 
equally as corivillced that he kxwws_iittle 
about airpo.rt engineering. . 
· Willow Run was a large existing aiJ;~
port in 1946 and it was the Detroit ter
minal. Does it make sense, then, to com
mence a new major ·airport only-_ 5 or 6 
air miles away from another airport 
and in the same-traffic pattern? I say 
it does not take an expert to realize that 
the ereci~on :Of two ~~jor airports in 
the same air traffic pattern is just a 
waste Of money and. does not make sense 
for future airport planning. 

Mr. Smith, who is quite an able poli
tician and .has_ been active in Detroit 
and Wayne County .for many. years, was 
able to persuade the Detroit City Coun
cil, the Wayne County Board of Super
visors, and the Wayne County Road 
Commission to designate Detroit-Wayne 
Major Airport as the official terminal for 
the city of Detroit. . 

The lobbyist for the Wayne County 
Road Commission, John,£. McElroy, is a 
member of the Michigan , Aeronautics 
Commission. S.ll1ith- and McElroy were 
able to persuade the Michigan Aeronau
tics Comn;tission to designate Wayn~ 
Major aixport as the so-called official 
terminal for the city of Detroit. 

Armed with those resolutions and 
. those . commitments from Michigan 
bodies, they came to Washington and 
persuaded the Civil Aeronautics Admin
istration also to recognize this airport 
which was being built .up right next to 
an· existing airport, as the official termi
nal for the city of Detroit. That is the 
reason why this $4 million of airport 
money has been poured into that airport 
within the last 10 years. 

Now, just about 2 weeks ago, in the 
allocation under the 1956 appropriation 
for airport aid money, Wayne Major 
was granted an additional $975,000 from 
funds for this fiscal year. And, I might 
say that I was told by the Civil Aeronau
tics Administration officials that they 
arbitrarily set a ceiling of $1 million for 
any one airport, so Wayne Major got 
almost 'the ceiling. · 

This means what? It means that the 
Civil Aeronautics Administration has 
committed itself to a further huge ex
pansion program which is estimated to 
run in the neighborhood of $30 million 
to $32 million, -and when they get 

through they .still .will have just one air-
port. . 

That seems to me a foolish and un
conscionable waste of public funds, and 
I believe it ought to be investigated. 
And, if the decision made by the Civil 
Aeronautics Administration with respect 
to this airport program is typical of its 
aecisions nationwide, I say it is high 
time that the Congress knew about it. 

It is particularly important, in my 
judgment, that the airport aid program 
be investigated by a congressional com
mittee, because only last year we' prac
tically took Congress out of the airport 
picture. · ·· 

I might say parenthetically that I am 
getting awfully tired of having Congress 
abdicate its policymaking authority -and 
turning everything over to the execu
tive branch of the Government. 

We passed Public Law 211 Iast summer 
which for a period of 4 y·ears commits 
the sum of about-a . quarter of a billion 
dollars for airport aid throughout the 
country. -But -the law went beyond that. 
It departed from our usual practice of 
authorizing year by year and~authorized 
the program for a .4-y~ar period~ But~ 
even beyond that, it practically com
mitted the Congr.ess to appropriate the 
funds to that extent and. leaves very 
little discretion in the Committee on 
Appropriations or in the Congress itself. 
So, we are faced· with this proposition
no matter how we may like whatever 
pattern of airports the Civil Aeronautics 
Administration decides it wants in the 
United States, we here in the Congress 
are powerless to object to it or to have 
any influence or control over what hap
pens. 

At this point, Mr. Speaker, I should 
like to insert in my remarks a letter ·I 
have written· to the chairman of the 
Legal and Monetary Affairs Subcommit
tee, of which I am a member, and I also 
should like to insert following that a 
brief summary of the press release I 
issued in requesting an investigation of 
the airport aid program. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle
man from .Michigan? 

There was no objection . 
(The matter referred· to is -as follows:) 
CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES, 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., February 22, 1956. 

The Honorable ROBERT H. MOLLOHAN, 
Chairman, Legal and Monetary Affairs 

Subcommittee, Government Opera
tions Committee, House Office Build
ing, Washington, D. C. 

DEAR COLLEAGUE: As you know, Public Law 
211 of the 84th Congress, 1st session, vested 
vast authority in the Secretary of Commerce, 
to be exercised through the Civil Aeronautics 
Administrator, over the future pattern of 
airport construction in the United States. 
· That measure was an unusual departure 
from traditional procedure because it ·pro
vided authorization for a period -of 4 years 
rather than 1, and committed a total of a 
quarter of a billion dollars of Federal funds 
for airport aid, to be matched, of course, by 
an equal amount of State and local funds. 

Another unusu&l feature of that act is that 
for all practical purposes the Congress, for 
that 4,-year period, divested itself of flny 
power over the airport-aid program. The 
law, in effect, bound the Appropriations 
Committees, and the Congress itself, to ap-

propria te such fun-ds as may be necessary to 
discharge the obligation$ of the Federal Gov
ernment arising from grant agreements made 
by the Civil Aeronautics Administrator. 
. The rules of the House of Representatives 
i_mpose on the Government Operations Com
mittee "the duty of-.studying the operation 
of Government activities at all levels with 
a view to determining itS economy' and effi.
ciency." The House Government Operations 
Committee in its rules delegated that au
thority with respect to the Commerce De· 
partmen t to the Legal and Monetary A1fafrs 
l?ubcommittee of which you are the 
chairman. 

I urge the subcommittee to undertake 
fmmediately a broad and comp:i:ehensive in
vestigation of the ·Federal airport-aid pro-
gram. · · 

In support of this request I cite what ap
pears to be an unconscionable waste of pub
lic fUnds in the grants heretofore made and 
those projected for the 'future to the Detroit
Wayne Major· Airport located ~ear Romulus, 
Mich. · 

Until the end of World War II the sched
uled commercial airlines used the Detroit 
City Airport at Gratiot and Six Mile Roads 
in the city of Detroit as their terminal. 
When commercial aviation in its big postwar 
growth began to use four-engine aircraft, 
Detroit City Airport became inadequate a.nd 
an alternate terminal for the scheduled air
lines was needE;d immediately . . 

They turned to· Willow Run Airport, located 
near Ypsilanti, Mich., built during World 
War II in connection with the Ford Motor 
Co. bomber plant and used to fly off thou
sands of B-24 bombers. After, the war the 
airport was declared surplus and an arrange
ment was worked out . whereby Willow Run 
Airport was deeded to the University of Mich
igan with the proviso that it be maintained 
as a public airport. The university utilized 
a portion of the property for important re
search work, mostly for the· Department of 
Defense, and leased to a corporation formed 
by the airlines the space needed for sched
uled commercial flight operations. 

For 10 years Willow Run has satisfactorily 
served as the air terminal for the Detroit 
metropolit.an area at almost no pµblic ex
pense. It is the sixth, busiest airport in the 
QOUntry a.nd has never had .an accident. 
- Meanwbile, the· Wayne County Road Com
mission --and its engineer, Leroy C. Smith, 
undertook a gigantic expansion -program at 
Petl'oit-Wayne Major Airport. Additional 
land was ·purchased -or condemned. Roads 
were closed. Runways and other . necessary 
aviation facilities were constructed. A total 
of $13 million o.f Wayne County and .State of 
Michigan funds was poured into the project, 
and $4,035,858 of Fe.deral airport aid money, 
52 percent of the total received by the State 
of Michigan, was spent -on this expanf?i0Il
program between 1946 and 1956. 

The Wayne County Road Commission, its 
engineer, Leroy C. Smith, and it s lobbyist, 
John P. McElroy, have conducted a relentless 
campaign to coerce the scheduled commer
cial airlines to transfer their operations from 
Willow Run Airport to the Detroit-Wayne 
Major Airport. They obtained resolutions 
from the Detroit City Council, Wayne County 
Board of Supervisors, Wayne County Road 

. Commission, and the Michigan Aeronautics 
Commission, of which lobbyist McElroy is a 
member, approving Detroit-Wayne Major Air
port as the commercial air terminal for the 
Detroit area. Thus armed, they secured the 
approval of the Civil Aeronautics Adminis
tration as represented by the allocation of 
Federal airport aid furids. In 1955, they 
urged the Department of Defense to locate 
military jet-training operations of the Navy, 
the Air Force, and the Michigan Air National 
Guard at Willow Run Atiport after refusing 
a request by the Navy Department to locate 
Navy Reserve jet-training operations at De
troit-Wayne Major Airport. -
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They did this with the purpose and intent 
of making the airlines s.o uncomfortable at 
W1llow Run that they would be forced to 
move to Detroit-Wayne Major. As a result 
of those efforts the Air Coordinating Commit
tee ordered its airport use panel to hold pub
lic hearings and make recommendations con
cerning the best interests of the public, 
the most feasible civil-military utilization 
of the airports, existing and proposed, in the 
Detroit area. 

June 22-23, 1955, the airport-use panel 
held public hearings in the city of Detroit 
and November 4, 1955, issued a report recom
mending in substance that Willow Run be 
used for military purposes and that Detroit
Wayne Major be used as the commercial air 
terminal for the Detroit area. Curiously, 
the report of the airport-use panel com
pletely disregarded questions of cost and ex
pressly ignored the problem of air sfjace con
gestion, the two most important factors in 
determining the proper use of airports in 
the area. 

Subsequently, the airlines in discuss\on 
with officials of Wayne Major Airport learned 
that it would cost from $28 million to $32 
m1llion more to complete the Detroit-Wayne 
Major Airport so as to accommodate present 
air traffic. 

Detroit-Wayne Major and Willow Run Air
ports are only 6 air miles apart from bor
der to border and 8 air miles apart from 
center to center. They have a common air 
traffic pattern. In instrument flying weath
er, takeoffs and landings at Detroit-Wayne 
Major Airport are controlled from the Willow 
Run tower. Jean Pearson, the Detroit Free 
Press aviation writer, who has written a very 
illuminating series of articles on Detroit's 
airport problems, very aptly stated: "On the 
ground you have two large airports--Willow 
Run and Detroit-Wayne Major. In the air 
you have only one." 

It does not require technical or expert 
knowledge to conclude that someone blun
dered badly in attempting to develop a ma
jor airport right next to an already existing 
major airport, both of which would neces
sarily use the same traffic pattern. 

December 28, 1955, six of the seven major 
airlines now using the Willow Run Airport as 
their terminal for the Detroit metropolitan 
area announced "once and for all" that they 
had no intention of removing operations 
from Willow Run and transferring them .to 
Detroit-Wayne Major. They indicated that 
they believed another airport would be 
needed for the Detroit metropolitan area but 
that it should be located in a different traffic 
pattern from Willow Run, and they con
demned the Detroit-Wayne Major expansion 
program as a waste · of money, a substantial 
part of which the airlines themselves wou:d 
be expected to provide. 

February 9, 1956, the Civil Aeronautics Ad
ministration announced the allocation of 
Federal airport-aid funds for fiscal year 1956, 
and $975,000 was allocated to Detroit-Wayne 
Major Airport. The request of Willow Run 
Airport for $86,500 was denied in its entirety. 

It ls my suggestion that the Legal and 
Monetary Affairs Subcommittee explore the 
administration of the airport-aid program by 
the Civil Aeronautics Administration in its · 
entirety, taking as an example the present 
and prospective expenditure of Federal funds 
at Detroit-Wayne Major Airport, with a view 
to determining whether or not those moneys 
are being expended emciently and econom
ically in the interest of civil aviation and its 
future development in the United States. 

Because of my intense interest in this sub- . 
ject over the past year, I have accumulated 
an immense amount of material, all of which 
is placed at the disposal of the subcommit
tee to facilitate its inquiry. 

Because of the importance of civil avia
tion to our nationa-1 economy, I hope the 
subcommittee will give top priority to this 
inquiry. 

Sincerely. 
GEORGE MEADER. 

PRESS RELEASE OF FEBRUARY 23, 1956 
Representative GEORGE MEADER, Republl· 

can, Michigan, today called for a full-scale 
inquiry in to the Federal Airport Aid pro
gram and termed "an unconscionable waste 
of public funds" Federal grants to Detroit
Wayne Major Airport at Romulus, Mich. 

The Detroit-Wayne County port ts located 
6 air miles from Willow Run Airport, De
troit's commercial air terminal, and has been 
developed since the end of World War II. It 
currently serves one scheduled air carrier, 
elements of the Michigan Air National Guard, 
air cargo carriers, and scores of light and 
executive-type aircraft. 

MEADER requested the inquiry into Federal 
airport aid in a letter to Representative ROB
ERT MOLLOHAN, Democrat, West Virginia, 
chairman of the Legal and Monetary Affairs 
Subcommittee of the House Government 
Operations Committee. 

MEADER, himself, is a member of that sub
panel which ls charged with keeping tabs on 
expenditures in the Department of Com
merce, which through its Civil Aeronautics 
Administration, administers the Federal Air
port Aid Act. 

The Michigan lawmaker noted that the 
current airport aid act "was an unusual de
parture from traditional procedure because it 
provided authorization for a period of 4 years 
rather than 1 and committed a total of a. 
quarter of a billion dollars of Federal funds 
for airport aid over the next 4 fiscal years. 
It also commits Congress to appropriate 
funds for that period." 

In a speech to the House of Representa
tives MEADER declared: "That unusual au
thority granted the Civil Aeronautics Ad
ministrator makes it even more imperative 
that Congress maintain 1 ts check on how 
that money is spent." 

MEADER called attention to the post-war 
growth of civil and military aviation. and its 
future role in the American economy. 

He also called attention to the early post
war need of commercial airlines for a larger 
airport in the Detroit area and how Willow 
Run Airport, owned by the University of 
Michigan, has served safely for 10 years as 
the motor city's air terminal at almost no 
expense to taxpayers. 

MEADER declared: "Despite repeated assur
ances by the airlines that they would not 
move to Detroit-Wayne Major Airport, ' De
troit and Wayne County officials went ahead 
in frenzied fashion to build another huge 
airport at public expense on top of one which 
already exists. 

"The Civil Aeronautics Administration 
gave tacit approval to that waste of public 
money by con tinually allocating taxpayer 
money to a white elephant which rather than 
ease the congested air traffic situation in 
the Detroit area actually has· complicated it." 

MEADER quoted a recent Detroit newspaper 
story which noted: "On the ground you have 
two large airports-Willow Run and Detroit
Wayne Major. In the air you have. only 
one." 

Some aviation authorities, including air
lines, have called for still another Detroit 
airport to be located somewhere north of the 
city. 

MEADER said he agreed adding ·: "Both 
Detroit-Wayne Major Airport ii,nd Willow Run 
for all practical purposes .are but one airport 
now. Another airport for Detroit must be 
located somewhere outside the overly con
gested · traffic pattern which already exists." 
H~ asserted: "It does not require technical 

or expert knowledge to conclude that some
one blundered badly in attempting to develop 

a major airport right next to an already 
existing major airport, both of which would 
necessarily use the same traffic pattern." 

Some sources estimate that from $28 mil
lion to $32 million still- is required of Fed
eral, State, local, and airline money to make 
Detroit-Wayne Major Airport suitable for 
full-scale commercial operation. 

MEADER also described as "military domi
nated" a Federal airport use panel which last 
June held "public hearings" in Detroit, 
ostensibly to settle the issue. 

The panel last November recommended an 
airlines' switch to Detroit-Wayne Major with 
concentration of Reserve military flight ac
tivity at Willow Run Airport. 

MEADER condemned as a "sham" the hear
ings charging the panel "knew what it was 
going to recommend before it ever went to 
Detroit." 

He called its report a "fraud and declared: 
"Curiously, the report of the panel com
pletely disregarded questions of cost and 
expressly ignored the problem of air space 
congestion, the two most important factors 
in determining the proper use of airports 
in the area." 

Mr. MEADER. Mr. Speaker, I have 
been concerned with this problem over a 
period of time. It is about a year since 
this matter first was brought to my at
tention, and I have made a number of 
speeches in connection with it on the 
floor of the House. · 

I have appeared before committees of 
the House and testified. I have intro
duced bills. I prepared a list of the ref
erences in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
concerning the airport matter and the 
bills to which I have referred. I ask 
unanimous consent to insert that list at 
this point in the RECORD. - . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. With
out objection,· it is so ordered. 

There was no· objection. 
LIST OF CONGRESSIONAL RECORD REFERENCES 

AND BILLS RELATING TO WILLOW RUN AIR• 
PORT PROBLEM 
March 31, 1955, volume 101, part 3, pages 

4132-4137: Milrtary jets at Willow Run Air
port, the Nation's sixth busiest. 

April 13, 19'55, volume 101, part 4, pag~s 
4388-4392: Military jets at Willow Run Air
port, the Nation's sixth busiest. 

April 21, 1955, daily Appendix, page A2685: 
Extension of remarks; Willow Run ng proper 
place for jets. (Ann Arbor News editorial.) 

April 27, 1955, volume 101, part 4, pages 
5158-5167: Amending the National Defense · 
Facilities Act of 1950. 

May 4, 1955, H. R. 6026: Minimizing inter
ferences-amending National Defense Fa
cilities Act of 1950. 

June l, 1955, daily Appendix, page A3793: 
Attempt to move airline appears blocked for 
present. (Ann Arbor News editorial.) 

June 6, 1955, H. R. 6650: Minimizing inter
ferences-Secretary of Defense. 
. July 18, 1955, ·volume 101, part 8, page 
10804: Airport aid formula (Public Law 
211), interference-MEADER and BENNET!'. 

Mr. MEADER. Mr. Speaker, just this 
month, commencing on February 3, 1956, 
a Detroit Free Press aviation writer, 
Jean Pearson, commenced a series of 13 
articles in that paper discussing all as
pects of the Detroit aviation problem: 
:t have re.ad those articles . and . i - am 
impressed with the thorough and dis
passionate approach of the author of 
those articles. I think they are very 
readable and set forth clearly the prob
lem which faces the Detroit metropoli
tan area with._respect to airports. · 
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At this point ·in my remarks Mr. 

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to in
corporate that series of articles. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. With
out objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
[From the Detroit Free Press of February 

3, 1956) 
WILL AIR AGE LEAVE CITY BEHIND?-TRAFFIC 

ALREADY CONGESTED IN WAYNE-WILLOW 

HUB 
(By Jean Pearson) 

Metropolitan Detroit will have a popula
tion close to 4 million by July 1960. 

Today it's estimated at 3,515,000. 
Among the 22 large hubs of air traffic, 

Detroit now rates sixth in the continental 
United States. 

At present there are 386 scheduled airline 
ftJght operations daily at Willow Run Air
port. 

An estimated 3,100,000 air passengers will 
!'trrive or depart on planes in the Detroit area 
in 1960. 

This is well over 1 million more passengers 
than arrived or departed on planes here 
in 1955. . . 

By 19~5, the number will be close to 4 
million passengers. 

This is only the air passenger picture. 
As one of the largest industrial centers 

in the world, Detroit has a heavy air cargo 
business. - · 

Many industries have found it's cheaper 
to hire a cargoliner to fly parts to an as
selllbly plant in another part of the country 
than to close down the plant until parts 
arrive by surface transportation. 

It is routine to airship parts manufactured 
at night in Detroit for use ·in the morning 
shift of assembly plants in the South and 
East. · · 

What does this all add up to? 
Trouble-trouble if Detroiters do not take 

a personal interest in what is being ,done to 
meet aviation's future needs and how their 
money is being spent. 

For all intents and purposes-and the mil
lions of · public funds spent-Detroit is still 
just a one-airport town for airline· service. 

Whether _ .the airlines operate at Willow 
Run or Detroit-Wayne Ma-jdr o,is beside the 
point. · r' 

The reason is obvious. Wayne Major and 
Willow Run aTe. only 8 air-miles apart and 
the air traffic above them must be con
sidered as one major air traffic hub. 

Yet tJ;le traffic generated by them already 
exceeds the amount the Civil Aeronautics 
Administration (CAA) considers congested 
tor navigation aids now in operation. 

By standards set up by the CAA (pub
lished in "The Federal-Aid Airport Program, 
Policies and Procedures" in October 1955), 
Detroit should be headed straight . for the 
construction of a second airport far removed 
from the Wayne Major-Willow Run air traffic 
hub. 

"With present technical know-how," the 
report says, "an. airport with 100,000 or more 
air carrier operations annually has reached 
or is approaching the limit of efficient IFR 
(instrument fiight rules) operational ca
pacity. 

"A community, therefore, has a potential 
need for two airports for air commerce when 
it has 100,000 or more air carrier operations." 

Willow Run had over 141,000 operations 
annually'. An "operation" is either a land
ing or take-off. 

-Add· the more than 70,000 operations now 
recorded annually at Wayne Major and you 
have the answer. 

You also have the answer to two questions 
that frequently puzzle Detroiters: 

1. Why do the airlines insist the 28 mil
lion-plus it would cost to make Wayne 
Major a ~ommercial airpo~t would be better 

spent developing an airport north of the 
city? 

2. Why is it , claimed development of a 
Northeast airport should be given No. 1 
priority over spending 28 millions to save 
the 12 to 15 minutes driving time between 
Wayne Major and Willow Run? 

Airport development time is a prime 
factor. 

Optimistically, if construction could be
gin immediately on the Northeast site, it 
would be 3 to 5 years before the airport 
would be ready to receive the airlines. 

Pessimistically, if the legal suits blocking 
expansion of the 74-acre site already owned 
by the city are dragged out, it would take 
a good deal longer. 

Recently, a spokesman for the airlines 
said they would begin dual operation at 
Willow Run and a Northeast port as soon 
as it was ready. 

He urged development of a new airport 
as soon as possible to handle the rapidly 
developing air traffic. -

But even if the land condemnation suits 
for the Northeast airport were settled to
day, constructto,n with Federal, State, or 
county aid couldn't begin until 1960. 

It couldn't s~mply because backers of 
Wayne Major development are planning to 
use all available aid exclusively at Wayne 
Major until 1960. 

For 25 years LeRoy Smith, county high
way engineer, has been determined to de
velop Wayne Major as Detroit's air terminal. 

When he began, the development was 
needed. ' 

But though millions were poured into it, 
development, for reasons beyond Smith's 
control, did not keep up with the need. 

In 1946, when the airlines were looking for 
an airport capable of handling their new 
four-engine planes, they seriously consid
ered Wayne Major. 

But it would have been 2 years before it 
could take on full airline operation. 

Nearby Willow Run, however, not only had 
four runways over a . mile long, but the air'... 
lines could begin operations there almost 
immediately. 

When the airlines moved to Willow Run, 
they made it clear that they would not move 
again until some airport nearer to the popu
lation center of Detroit than either Willow 
Run or Wayne Major became available. 

Robert Averill, spokesman for the airlines 
at that time, said Willow Run was consid:. 
ered only on an interim basis. · 

At that time the city was considering a 
northwest site. 

Despite the: airline's move and clear stand 
on the matter, nearly $10 million has been 
poured into Wayne Major since 1946. 

The airlines attempted to discourage what 
they considered unwise use of Federal funds 
at Wayne Major in 1949. 

At that time the city was trying for an 
international airport at Windsor. 

Milton W. Arnold, vice president of the 
Air Transport Association, told the CAA the 
airlines believed the international airport 
merited consideration. 

Was the public ever co~sulted? 
Yes, once. 
In 1946 the public was asked to approve 

a $5 million bond issue for Wayne Major. It 
was turned down. 

Still, half a million dollars in county taxes 
are funneled annually to Wayne Major. The 
funds don't have to be voted. 

Some people believe there has been mutual 
back scratching by the city and county. 

Twenty-five percent of the cost of express
ways within the city is paid by the county. 
The city wants· expressways. 

The city has backed development of Wayne 
Majo~. operated by the county road commis
sion, and common council has designated 
it Detroit's principal air terminal. 

[From the Detroit Free Press of February 4, 
1956] 

WHAT HAPPENED TO WINDSOR SITE FOR 
AIRPORT? 

(By .Jean Pearson) 
"Whatever happened," someone always 

asks when you are talking about Detroit's 
aviation situation, "to that big airport they 
were going to build in Windsor?" 

Equally good questions would be: 
Whatever happened to the northwest 

sites? To the one at Eight Mile and Dequin
dre? To the one off St. Clair shores? 

Detroit, apparently, has done more dicker
ing than doing in getting ~ centrally lo
cated airport. 

Experts have been hired. And experts have 
given their services free. Study groups, 
committees, commissions, and authorities 
have been formed. 

Outsiders have been invited in to study 
the situation and make recommendations. 
Insiders, with more knowledge of the local 
situatio??-, ,have made studies and recom
mendations. 

Unfortunately, too few of the plans and 
suggestions offered are, or have been, free 
of political interests of pressures. 

More unfortunately, the ultimate users of 
the airport, the public and the airlines, too 
seldom have been consulted. 

For a while, it looked as though the ideal 
answer had been found-the international 
site in Windsor. 

Obstacles which would have taken some 
time to overcome (but which might have 
been cleared away long before now) and 
some opposition, both overt and subtle, de-
feated it. · 

Approximately 10 years ago, an interna
tional site was suggested, but· received little 
consideration. Common council, eyeing sev
eral possibilities, turned it down. 

When the airlines moved to Willow Run 
as an interim airport until one more cen
trally located and nearer to the population 
center than either Willow Run or Wayne 
Major was available, they went on record 
as still preferring a northwest site. 

Several northwest sites had been consid
. ered. They were blocked by self-interested 

citizens in the area. 
So, about 1948, interest shifted back to 

the possibility of an international site. 
A Detroit metropolitan aviation authority 

was formed and charged with developing a 
master airport plan for the metropolitan 
area. 

After a thorough study, the authority's 
master plan finally came out in 1949. 

Twice the Wayne County Road Commission 
attempted to block publication of the report 
which recommended immediate action on 
obtaining the international site and rele
gated Wayne Major primarily to an air cargo 
terminal. . 

LeRoy Smith, county highway engineer, 
who has never deviated from his desire to 
make Wayne Major the principal air pas
senger terminal in Detroit, contended the 
report would only lead to public confusion.. 

The authority's staff, however, said: 
1. Development of Wayne Major would cost 

more than twice the estimated $7 million to 
make it into a major port. (Latest estimate 
is more than $28 million.) . 

2. Wayne Major was too far from Detroit 
and there was no indication that the airlines 
would move to Wayne Major if it was 
developed. 

Except for Smith and Glenn C. Richards, 
chairman of the authority and DPW commis
sioner, who has spearheaded the drive for 
deveiopment of Wayne Major, the authority's 
report received wide acceptance. 

(Richards and Smith are now spearhead:
ing a drive for the establishment of a new 
metropolitan aviation authority.) 
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Detroit's Mayor Eugene I. Van Antwerp 

had backed the border port. Windsor 
pledged full cooperation. Common council 
supported it. Governor Williams endorsed 
it. The airlines were unanimous in their 
approval. 

Even the public seemed to like the idea. 
It was less than 5 miles from downtown. 

It was centrally located, so it could serve 
both sides of metropolitan Detroit equ~lly 
wen. 

Finally, it was expected to be less than 
15 minutes' driving time from Detroit. 

Attorney General Stephen J. Roth ruled 
that establishment of an international air
port would not require a Mich~g~n constitu;
tional amendment. 

Roth added, however, that :the project 
would reqµire approval of the United States 
and Canadian GovernmeJ:lts. 

Then it was discovered that a Federal 
ruling would prevent financial aid. 

But after investigation it was determined 
that legislation could be put through Con
gress that would make financial .aid possible. 
It would be, however, a matter of 2 or 3 years. 

In Washington, Paul Stafford, Assistant 
Administrator of the Office of Airports, Civil 
Aeronautics Administration, said the CAA 
favored the site and would support necessary 
legislation. 

Stafford warned, however: 
••If there is no major opposition to the 

project, the legislation for Federal• aid a~d 
the agreement with Canada might be com
pleted in 2 or S years. It would then 
require another 2 or 3 years for construction. 

"If some opposition develops locally it 
could. cause delays before. Congress and the 
project might take much longer." . 

Two politically powerful men were known 
to be opposed to the Windsor site. They 
wanted development of Wayne Major. 

Some efforts were made to sound out the 
Canadian Government. There seemed to be 
a lot of technical difficulties. 

Who, for example, would have the ultimate 
authorl~y in policing the international air
port area? 

Would America:ns who were flying ;from. 
one place in the United States to another 
place in the United. State!? be involuntarily 
placed under Canadian ·law ~f their plane 
landed in Windsor? · . 

Another complicating factor was that 
Trans-Canada Airlines, a Government-con
trolled airline, was happy to welcome the 
United States airlines-providing they would 
use and expand the Walkerville Airport. 

That was not what the Americans had in 
mind. Slowly the bright dream faded. 

On January .26, 1951, it disappeared. 
C,ommon Council, expressing "complete 

disappointment" at lack o:f progress, ordered 
that plans for a major airport in Warren 
Township be prepared immediately. 

The plans were prepared. 
A 74-acre center for expansion was ac

quired. 
A $3 million bond issue for purchase of 

land has been authorized. 
The airlines have said they will not move 

to Wayne Major but will have flights out of 
both Willow Run and the Northeast site as 
soon as the latter is ready. 

Thursday, a jury turned down Warren 
Township's move to reclaim the Northeast 
site as a · recreation area. · But more legal 
steps remain. 

Presumably, its full steam ahead now for 
the Northeast site. 

But there are many past experiences to 
remember-and there's also the fact that if 
Wayne Major remains a No. 1 priority air:. 
port there may not be the funds needed to 
develop the Northeast_ site. 

~ [From the Detroit ' Free ·Press of 
'February 5, 1956) 

YOUR STAKE IN THE AIRPORT FIGHT~HANCES 
4 TO l NORTH SITE WILL B~ TO YOUR AD~ 
VANTAGE 

(By Jean Pearson) 
Mayor Cobo never . fails to stress the need 

for an airport to the north of the city whe~ 
discussing future aviation needs of metro
politan Detroit. 

Anyone with a population density chart of 
the area and simple compass can tell why. 

Flint, which is the third largest city in the 
State, and one of the fastest growing, could 
be serviced by the northeast airport. 

So could Bay City and Saginaw. . 
More important, so could the burgeoning 

industrial and residential areas of Macomb 
and Oakland Counties, which are expected 
to double in population by 1961. 

But for the most obvious reason, take your 
population density chart, and compass, and 
start drawing circles . . 

With Detroit Wayne-Major Airport as a 
center, draw circles with a 5 mile, 7Y2, 10, 
and 12 Y2 radii. 

Do the same with the proposed Northeast 
Airport boundaries (Ryan, DeQuindre, 12-
and 14-Mile Roads), as a center. 

What do _you have? . Graphically, the an
swer is printed in the chart next to this 
column. The source is the Detroit Metro
politan Area Regional Planning Commission. 

First of all, you find that no matter 'ihat 
radius you compare-the 5, 7Y2, 10, or 12 ~
Northeast Airport would serve more than 
twice the population that Wayne-Major 
could. 

It is because of this population pull that 
the airlines would consider scheduling flights 
at both airports, ·as they do now in New York, 
Chicago, and Los Angeles. 

Though they dislike split operations, be.
cause of the added cost and inconvenience 
to them they know there is a big untapped 
custome~ potential on Detroit's northside. 

By operating at both airports, they say, 
they would be giving more people service. 

secondly, that by the time you get to the 
12V2-mile radius, the ratio is almost 4 to 1. 
At the 12V2-mile radius, Northeast would 
serve a population of 2,204,920, compared to 
only 615,350 by Wayne Major. 

Thirdly, downtown Detroit is within 12V2 
miles of the Northeast site. Wayne Major 
is well beyond that limit. 

Well, you can· say, all true. But there 
isn't any expressway running to the North
east· site. Couldn't one be built? 

Not only has Mayor Cobo reiterated the 
importance of the Northeast development, 
but the city already has cleared one legal 
barricade to expansion of the 74-acre· airport, 
Detroit already owns there. 

If the city gets a legal green light, can 
it go ahead? 

Not for a number of years, if more than 
$28 million is spent first at Wayne Major. 

Not if all Federal and State aid funds 
available to the metropolitan Detroit area 
until 1960 go into Wayne Major, as its back
ers plan. 

Delays already have proved costly. 
When the city decided to go ahead with 

the Northeast site, authorization for the issu
ance Of $3 million in bonds for land purchase 
was made. The bonds were to be issued 
when the condemnation proceedings were 
completed. .. 

With the proceedings dragged out, cost of 
the land needed has risen an estimated on~ 
to two millions more. 

Last fall, city officials admitted they delib· 
erately had delayed legal proceedings for 
acquisition of more land at the Northeast site 
during the spring and summer. 

They explained that attention dr~wn to 
the Northeast site during the period the Wil:-

low Run-Wayne Ma]or airline shift was being 
considered might confuse the issue; 

So now, unless within 6 months all con
demnation sui-ts being heard are completed 
(and Supreme Court appeals heard) th~ 
period in which the bonds can be issued will 
run out. Cuto:ff date is June 30. 

Planned delays, political . bickering and 
behind-the-scene struggles for power have 
been extremely costly to Detroit's aviation 
development. 

One thing is certain. The rapid growth of 
air traffic wm not stop. 

With only 8 air miles between Willow Run 
and Wayne Major, the air space above those 
airports in foul weather is one traffic-control 
center. 

By Civil Aeronautics standards, that _air 
traffic hub a1ready is congested. 

Another airport, well removed from that 
hub, should be under construction now. 

By even . conservative estimates, it Will be 
needed before it is r_eady. 

[From the Detroit Free Press of February 6, 
1956} 

AIRLINES FINALLY PAY OFF AT Wn.Low RUN 

_ (By Jean Pears~n) 
Are the airlines getting a free ride at 

Willow. Run? . , 
Mayor Cobo says they are and that that's 

the reason they won't move to Detroit-Wayne 
Major. 

All -seven of tl)e major. airlines operating 
at Willow Run have denied the charge. 

The truth? It's probably that after losing 
money for 5 years at Willow Run in giving 
airline service to the public, the airlines are 
on a good, sound financial basis. 

Seven airlines-American, Capital, ~lta, 
Eastern, Northwest, Tran_s Worl_d_. an~ 
United-formed into the Airlines National 
Terminal Service Co., Inc. (.AN:rsCO), operate 
Willow Run under a lease from the Univeri?ity 
of Michigan, owners of the airport. 

The lease calls f~o~ an annual payment of 
$15,000 to the university plus 10 percent ot 
all gross income above $250,000 on non.airline 
revenue. 

Last year the university recejved $44,000, 
of which $29,000 represented the 10 percent 
on nonairline revenue. 

"There are some 'V.{ho would have you 
believe that the airline's have been riding 
some kind ot a gravy train, at the expense 
of the taxpayer, in their operat~n of Willow 
Run," Robert J. Wilson, vice president of 
Capital Airlines, said at the Airport Use Panel 
hearings la!lt June in Detroit. · • 

"Such a belief," said Wilson, who is official 
spokesman for 6 of the · 7 major airlines, "is · 
completely false." 

ANTSCO, he said, has set up a rate of 
rentals and other fees comparable to other 
airports and charges each airline fees based 
upon such rates. 

"In addition to such fees," Wilson said, 
"each airline agreed to share proportionately 
any deficiencies resultlng from the cost of 
meeting the university lease requirements of 
maintaining the airport in as good condition 
as it was received. 

"For several years, with rentals compar
able to others in the United States, each 
airline has made deficiency payments until, 
through good management and promotion of 
airport activity, the airpo:rt is now on a pay
ing basis. Some, but not all, deficiency pay
ments have been returned to the carriers. 
. "The cost of maintenance and operation 
o'f .the airport...-at no cost to the taxpayers
amounts to about $977,661 a year. 

"In additio~, the airlines have spent .sub.
stantially over a million dollars on facilitios 
and intend to spend considerable m~re to 
redo cthe terminal building." 

This year, the airlines expect maint~nance 
cc:i~ts . at Willow Run to exceed ~ l!l~llion. 
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There is little doubt, however, that opera

tion at Willow Run is financially attractive 
to the airlines. 
· "We don't intend for one minute, though, 
to apologize !or being good businessmen,'' 
Wilson said. · 

"If we couldn't operate economically we'd 
soon be forced out of the business of provid
ing public air transportation." 

"Actually, when it comes to airport-opera
tion costs, it is the taxpayers who are the 
ones fortunate enough to be getting a 'free 
ride.'" 

Willow Run is one of the biggest airport 
bargains a community ever had. 

As an airline terminal, it hasn't cost De
troit or Wayne County citizens 1 cent 1n 
local taxes. 

Built as a B-24 bomber plant in m .orld War 
II, with adjoining field for testing_ and fly
away operations, Willow served its purpose. 

It owed nothing to the public. But it was 
too good to let it go to weeds and cracked-up · 
concrete--as many wartime airfields have. 

Offered as surplus property by the War 
Assets Administration, however, the $21 mil
lion property found few takers. 

Any person or group taking over the prop
erty not only had to agree to maintain both 
the landing field and airport in as good con
dition as it was received, but also to keep it 
open as a public airport. 

None of the local or county governments, 
who could have had it on the same terms as 
U-M took possession, showed any interest. 

Though it would have cost them only $1, 
Wayne County officials turned down the offer 
of Willow Run, an · excellent field ready for 
operation, to pour millions 1nto developing 
Wayne Manor--only 8 air miles away. 

Since 1946, close to $10 million has pee~ 
sunk into Wayne Major. 

It was spent despite the fact t~e airlines 
repeatedly have claimed they have no inten
tion of moving except to an airport consider
ably nearer to the air traffic center .of De
troit than either Willow Run or Wayne 
Major. , 

What Detroit needs much more than du
plication of facilities 8 air miles apart, they 

. claim, is a new airport north· of the city to 
serve the eastern half of metropolitan De-
troit. "' "i·r " 

The &irlines assert '{hat they 'would move 
into the Northeast site just as soon as it is 
ready and have flights out of both Willow 
Run and N .9rtheast. 

[From the Free Press of February 7, 1956] 
AmLINES HAD No . ALTERNATIVE To MOVING 

OPERATIONS TO WILLOW RUN-WHY THE 
AIRLINES SHI.FTED OPERATIONS TO WILLOW 
RUN-WAS ONLY SPOT THAT COULD HANDLE 
FOUR-ENGINE PLANES 

(By Jean Pearson) 
Why did the airlines settle permanently 

at Willow Run? 
They h~d little alternative. 
Detroit City Airport, with short runways 

and a gas tank in the middle, was too small 
for the four-engine planes put in operation 
after World War Il. 

Detroit was being bypassed. Air service 
to the city was not expanding as rapidly as 
it was in other metropolitan areas. 

Wayne County Airport (since renamed De
troit-Wayne Major) was seriously considered. 

Even with all the breaks on time and 
agreement among principals, it would have 
taken 2 to 5 years to make ·wayne Airport 
suitable for use by commercial airlines 
serving Detroit. ' 

Willow Run, on the other hand, had 2 run
ways over 7,000 feet long, 4 over 6,000 feet, 
huge hanger space, and an excellent business 
proposition. 

Willow Run obviously was the best choice. 

There were three factors which resulted in 
Willow Run becoming Detroit's major airline 
terminal in 1947. 

1. The airlines needed an airport which 
could accoinmodate four-engine airliners. 
Only Willow Run was immediately available. 

2. The United States Government had no 
further use for its wartime, $21 million 
bomber plant and airport. 

It was important that someone keep the 
airport intact so it could be reactivated at 
a moment's notice in the event of another 
national emergency. 

3. The University of Michigan, faced with 
an increasing demand from the Government 
and industry for an expansion of aeronauti
cal and other types research at a time when 
it was utilizing every building on its Ann 
Arbor campus to meet the rising student 
enrollment, saw Willow Run as a possible 
answer. 

All three problems were solved when the 
University of Michigan agreed to terms set 
by the War Assets Administration. 

Although · the University of Michigan was 
low on the purchaser priority list, below city 
and county bodies and war veterans, it was 
ahead of ·the airlines. 

If the university had not taken over Wil
low Run, however, the airlines said they 
would have bid for the airport, paying much 
more than the nominal fee arranged for a 
governmental agency such as the university. 

The university took over Willow Run on a 
quitclaim deed for $1, January 15, 1947. 

The university had to promise to maintain 
Willow Run as an airport open to the public 
in the same good condition in which it was 
received. 

Terms set by the board of regents, govern
ing bOdy of the University of Michigan, also 
had to be met. 

The regents agreed to the acquisition only 
on condition that it would not be supported 
by State funds appropriated for the univer-
sity itself. · 

The university leased the airport to the 
Atrlines National Terminal Service Co., Inc., · 
reserving certain buildings for use by the 
university for research purposes. In turn, 
the airlines were to maintain and operate 
the field. · · 

The lease calls for an annual payment of 
$15,000 to the university plus 10 percent of 
all nonairline revenue in excess of $250,000. 
Nonairline revenue includes ali airport con-
cessions. · 

The cost of converting Willow Run from 
a bomber plant to an air :terminal has been 
paid by the airlines since they moved there 
in 1947. · 

Seven airlines maintain and operate Wil
low Run as the company, the Airlines Na
tional Terminal Service Co., Inc: 

Members of ANSTCO are American, Capi
tal, Delta, Eastern, Northwest, Trans World, 
and United. · 

None of these airlines receives any Federal 
subsidies for service within the United 
States. 

North Central Airlines also operates out of 
Willow Run. It receives a Federal mail
carrying subsidy. 

Two air-cargo lines, Riddle and Slick, also 
operate at Willow Run. 

ANTSCO already has spent approximately 
$1~ million on improvements at Willow 
Run. 

Under the Federal Aid Airport program, 
the university received $154,740 for improve
ment of the ramps, runways, and instrument 
landing system, compared with $4 million 
spent by the Government at Wayne Major 
since 1946. 

What ANTSCO leased from the university 
was the 1,986-acre airport proper, with 6 run
ways more than a mile long and 160 feet 
wide, plus the 18-bay hangar. 

In the main hangar is the terminal build· 
ing with all its facilities, control tower and. 

bays used by the airlines, the university and 
Great Lakes Airmotive. 

A distributor· of Cessna Aircraft, aviation 
products and aircraft services, Great Lakes 
Airmotive subleases one bay. 

Landing fees are charged fare-paying air
craft only. Military, private and executive 
aircraft land free. 

Originally, the fuel storage and pumping 
facilities cost approximately $200,000. In 
1954, the airlines invested another $50,000 in 
the system, which now has a 290,000-gallon 
capacity. 

In 1954, the airlines turned in from Willow 
Run to the State of Michigan $225,596 net in 
aviation gas taxes. In 1955, there was a 29 
percent increase, due to bigger planes in 
service and an increase in the number of 
fiights scheduled. 

There now are 386 scheduled airline op
erations daily at Willow Run. 

Within 5 or 10 years, the airlines believe 
an airport well removed from the present 
site (to a void air traffic congestion) will be 
needed. 

If it weren't for the combination of mut
tary, private and commercial air traffic in 
the Willow Run-Wayne Major area, they con
tend that extension of runways and con
struction of additional hangars at Willow 
Run could see ·them through the next 20 
or 25 years. 

All traffic in that area already is very 
heavy, however, so they favor a move to an
other airport removed from either Willow 
Run or Wayne Major. 

They favor the immediate development of 
an airport north of the city to serve De
troiters east of Woodward, citizens of Ma
comb and Oakland counties, and the many 
people requiring air travel in the tri-city 
area of Flint, Saginaw and Bay City. 

{From the Detroit Free Press of February 
8, 1956] 

WILLOW RUN Is DUE To ·GET FACELIFTIN~ 
AmLINES To FOOT COST OF $1Y2 MILLION 
JOB 

~By Jean Pearson) 
When columnist Inez Robb was in Detroit 

recently, she blasted Willow Run Airport by 
c,ompar.ing the , terminal to ·a "county car
nival." 

Robert E. Miller, president of Airline Na
tional Terminal Service Co. (ANTSCO), ad
mitted the terminal "left much to be 
desired." 

But he also defended the colorful display 
and concessions. 

They are contributing to the maintenance 
and operation of one of the Nation's largest 
commercial airports, he said, thus saving 
tax money. 

Since not a cent of local tax money has 
gone into the operation of Willow Run, Mil-

, ler said, perhaps taxpayers can appreciate 
the concessions' financial value as well as 
finding them entertaining and useful while 
waiting for plane connections. 

But Miller and the airlines realize much 
can be done to make the terminal more at
tractive and functional. And they intend to 
do something about it. 

When 6 of the 7 major airlines decided 
once and for all to remain at Willow Run, 
as they recently expressed it, the way was 
clear to go ahead with an improvement and 
expansion program. 

Approximately $1Y2 million will be spent 
1n the face-lifting program. The airlines 
expect to pay for all of it. 

On February 16 the board of ANTSCO will
meet at Willow Run. 

The airlines plan to take up two matters 
of major concern-extension of their air
port lease with the University of Michigan, 
owner of Willow Run, and authorization of 
the improvement program. 

The current lease expires in 1962. 
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Both the airlines and the University have 
said they are interested in extending it. 

As for the expansion and improvement pro~ 
gram, Robert J. Wilson, vice president of 
Capital Airlines and spokesman for six ot 
the airlines, says they are all behind it. 

Therefore, those voting in favor of im
proving Willow Run terminal probably will 
be Capital, Del~a. Eastern, Northwest, Trans~ 
World, and United. Doubtful vote will be 
American, which may move to Wayne Major 
alone . 
. Where will the million and a half be spent1 

Miller says it will be spent in three stages 
of development. Completion of the project 
wlll take about 2 years." But 2 of the 3 
major phases can be finished in the next 
year, Miller said. 

Priority goes to passenger comfort. 
· Renovation and improvement of the men's 
and women's . public restrooms have already 
started. An estimated $40,000 will be spent. 

Improvement of the terminal will include 
more comfortable seats, new flooring, an at
tractive new ceiling~ renovation of the bag.; 
·gage area and installation of a self-service 
.baggage system. 

Outside of the . terminal at the entrance, 
.a canopy will be installed so passengers can 
step out of cars and airline buses under the 
can-opy: · · · · · 

On the airline loading side of the terminal, 
the concourses will be improved and prob
ably heated. · 

All of these improvements are in the first 
stage of the 2-year program. 

Scheduled for the second stage of develop
ment is improvement of the coffee shop. 
This, however, may be speeded.up to the first 
phase. 

The catering and food facilities also may 
be moved . . This· decision rests upon Amer
ican Airlines' final decision. If they make 
a lone switch to Wayne Major, they will re·
lieve a bottleneck in this department. If 
they do not, the facility will be expanded. 

The third stage of the project is on the 
airfield proper. It will include ramp, run
way and taxiway development. 

When the bulk of the improvement project 
is completed, Landrum and Brown, nationally 
f?mous airport consultants, of Cincinnati, 
Ohio, estimate Willow Run Airport should 
prove adequate to meet the anticipated air 
needs for the next 10 years or at least un tll 
the proposed Northeast Airport Js in opera
tion. 

Would the airlines be planning such ex
tensive improvements if tbey had any in
tentions of moving to Wayne Major? 

Since they are businessmen, the airlines 
representives say, the_a:i;iswer is.obvious. 

They intend, they claim, to re~ain at Wil
low Run. Then, when the Northeast Airport 
is ready, they plan to schedule flights ther~ 
also. 

As Wilson has pointed out, the airlines ex
pect to have a financial commitment at 
Northeast. But they believe the business 
generated by serving a new area in metro
politan Detroit will be worth the additional 
capital investment there. 

To pour mililons illto Wayne Major, only 8 
air miles away, solves neither the problem of 
growing air traffic congestion in the Willow 
Run-Wayne Major area nor adds any passen
ger potential. 

Therefore, to the airlines, it doesn't make 
good aviation or business sense, Wilson says. 
And he can't see how it could to the taxpayer 
either. 

[From the Detroit Free Press of February 9, 
1956] 

WAYNE MAJOR STILL NEEDS 19 Mn.LION-PILOT 
SAYS "IT STINKS" DESPITE FUNDS Now 
SPENT 

(By Jean Pearson) 
It taR:es more than fiat land and concrete 

to make a good airport. 

Detr"oit-Wayne Major Airport is proof. 
It has 4 square miles of fenced fiat land

some of it l?Ubmerged in spring or during 
heavy rains-and miles of concrete. 

Yet it would take 2 t6 5 years and a final 
investment of more than $28 million ta 
make it ready for full commercial airline use. 

Why? 
To quote one Air National Guard pilot who 

flies there : 
"The concrete is a roadmaker's master

piece. But as an airport, it stinks. 
"When I'm in No. 1 position at takeoff and 

a plane is coming in, I not only have to wait 
for him to land but I have to wait until he 
stops, turns around, and taxis back up the 
runway. 

"Just burning up gallons of that JP-4 jet 
fuel because the lousy airport doesn't even 
have taxi strips off its best runway." 

Since 1946 more than $4 million of Wayne 
County taxpayers• money has been poureq 
1nto the airport. The majority of all county 
taxes are paid by Detroiters. 

More than $4 million more has come from 
Federal funds and more than 1 million from 
State funds. 

_This still leaves_ 19. million as a ·minimum 
estimate to complete the $28 million post
war expansion. 

What is there to show for it? 
A jumble of buildings, the longest and 

widest runway of all civil airports in the 
Detroit area (but without proper taxiwaf 
and ·an approach to the terminal and execu
tive hangars that rates as high adventure. _ 

To use a favorable phrase of Airport Man
ager Henry Baker, the airport looks as 
though · it were planne.d on a we'll-cross
'that-bridge-when-we-come-to-it basis. 

Actually, there is not 1 airport but 2. 
. One is the old Wayne County Airport in 
the northeast section. 

On it is the big hangar for small aircraft, 
·mght schools, aircraft dealerships, repair 
;Shops and 1?mall aviation businesses plus 
some sheds and miscellaneous buildings. 
· In that corner, with an entrance from 
Middle Belt, are the old control tower and 
terminal building, a well-constructed brick 
'Rnd concrete ·building that's virtually aban
doned. 
· Next to it are the seemingly permanent 
"temporaries" of the days when Wayne Ma
·jor was Romulus Army Air Force Base. 
"These are used by the Civil Aeronautics 
Administration. 

Farther down the line, on Middle Belt, 
is the old, abandoned officers' club. Large, 
~but not a permanent type building, 

Next comes the new Air National Guard 
·administration building, paid for completely 
·by Government funds. ' 

Around the bend, on Goddard going west 
off Middle Belt, there are on the north side 
the Air National GuarEl hangars, including 
the $700,000 one just completed. It was de
signed for military operations. The·re are 
also miscellaneous sheds, loading docks and 
supply depots built of temporary material. 

This, basically, comprises the northern, 
eastern and southern sides of the old, mile
square airport. In its center is a complete 
runway and taxiway system of little, if any, 
use to the bigger one now being constructed 
in the middle of the field. 

In the new section, the -terminal tower 
juts up in the . m.iddl~. with an assortment 

· of h angars and buildings sea ttered around 
~t. 

Also on the airport are a salt mine, gas
oil drilling and an Army Nike antiaircraft 
missile installation. 

To reach the terminal .. you have to drive 
out on a runway. But cars only get ha!f 
the runway. Down the middle is a snow 
fence. On the other side of the fence air
planes are ta:itiing. 

To get to the executive hangars, you have 
to cross the runway. Companies such as Ford 
Motor, Holley Carburetor, Wyandotte Chem-

1cal and Great Lakes Steel keep their planes 
in these hangars. . 

At this cru<?ial point, there. ls a stop-and ... 
~o light, -

This of course, as Leroy Smith, in charge 
cf the airport development and operation, 
and Baker point out, will be changed if the 
airport is developed for full airline use. 

What they plan as a solution is an access 
road from the Willow Run Expressway. 

To reach the terminal, the access road will 
have -to be tunneled under the expressway, 
~he Wabash ~ilroad track and, in time, un
<:ter a runway and taxi strlp. 

At other· airports, these runway under
passes have cost $1 million each. They are 
not inc-looed in the estimated 28 m1llion plus 
development program for Wayne Major. 
· In February 1947, Smith. said that close to 
ti million would; be spent on improving Wayne 
·Major and that it would be available for use 
by the airlines In October if they wished. 

Further improvements would continue, h~ 
said, for the next 3 years. By 1950, he said, 
'the expansion program would be complete 
and. W~yne Major would be one of the finest 
airports in the country. . 
. In· August 1947, Smith said, "It ls antici
pated that by next July the Detroit-Wayne 
-Major Airport will be equipped to handle all 
,of the major ~irlines serving De_troit." 

Nine years later, .it would still take at least 
2 years to develop Wayne Major for full com
mercial airline use. . 

Yet more than 9 millions of County, State 
and Federal funds have been sunk into the 
.airport since 1946. 

JFrpm the Detroit Free Press ot February 
10, 1956] 

BLANK-CHECK DEAL SHUNNED BY AIRLINES-
WoULD HAVE To MAKE UP WAYNE MAJOR 
DEFICIT 

(By Jean Pearson) 
"Would you sign your name to a blank 

check?" 
That's the answer you get when you ask 

the airlines why they object to the contract 
offered them for operation at Detroit-Wayne 
Major. · 

Before discussing the contract, however, 
the airlines insist on making it clear that it 
was not the type of contract offered that 
caused six of the seven to decide "once and 
for all" to rema1n at Willow Run. ·. 

Their prime reason for refusing to move, 
they reiterate, is their sincere belief that the 
millions it would cost ·the airlines and tax
·payers to develop Wayne Major would be 
spent best at the Northeast Airport. 

Nevertheless, they add, the type of con
tract offered them was unacceptable. 

Reason is a simple one. 
To issue revenue bonds to finance Wayne 

Major's development, the Wayne County 
Road Commission must have signed con
.tracts frOJl\ the airlines. . 

Retirement of the bonds, plus the interest 
rate, must come from operating revenue at 
the airport. 

If the road commission goes into the hole 
finapcially operating at the airport (and past 
record makes this probable), they have told 

, the airlines they would expect them to make 
up the deficit. 

As a result, the road commission so far has 
. refused to offer the airlines any contracts 
. with fixed fees not subject to change. 

If they do give them such a contract, 
then the taxpayers would have to make up 
the difference. · 

So the airlines not only couldn't be certain 
· about what it would cost them to operate at 
Wayne Major, but they would be expected 

· to make up all of the deficits. 
Further, they point out, the deficits could 

' easily come from poor management over 
which they would have .no control. 

There is nothing in the history of the 
operation of Wayne Major Airport during 
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the last 5 years that would give them any. 
encouragement. 

During the last 5 years Wayne Major has
operated at a loss of $222;194. . 

In 1951, the loss was $91,614. In 1952, tt 
made $689. In 1953, the loss -was- $68,536. 
In 1954, the loss was $62, 733. .In 1955, there' 
was a profi1;46,240. Total loss: i222,194:. 

Two years bear special-mention. . · 
In 1952, the Government paid $46,979 for 

damages done ·during World War II. 
Airport officials say this g1ves them a proflt

of $68~ for 1952. However, it hardly can be 
considered operating revenue from good_ 
management in 1952. 

If it were not classed as operating revenue 
for that year, the total loss -for 5 years would 
be over a quarter million dollars. 

The other year bearing special mention 
is 1955. It was a good year. The only truly 
profitable one. 

But how much of an annual return on an 
investment of over $9 million, the amount 
poured into Wayne Major since it_ was opened 
in 1930, ls $6,.240?' · 

It is pointed out by the road commission 
that "during -the year 1955, an amount of
$250,000 was received for salt and mineral 
rights, which would offset net deficits for 
the past 5 years." 

That's good, everyone agrees. But it is 
good luck, like finding a diamond. 

It's true the road commission hopes to 
strike oil. 

But what assurance do the airlines have 
that they wm continue to be lucky? Or 
that nonaviatlon activities will continue to 
make up possible operating deficits? 

-In contrast to the Wayne -Major picture, 
at Detroit ·city Airport there has been an 
operating profit for every year during the 
same period. 

Total net operating profit at Detroit City 
Airport for the last 5 years has been close 
to one-half million dollars . . 

The net operating profits by year were: 
1951, $78,347; 1952, $74,544; 1953, $89,180;' 
1954:, $122,057, and 1955, $113,487-for a net 
total operating profit of $4:77,615. 

Further less. than $5 million has been put 
into clty airport as a capital · investment 
since . it opened in . 19~, .compared to $9 
million at Wayne Major. · 

All -profits from the city' airport must go 
back to the city, although anyone who has 
been out there recently can see easily where 
they.could be spent for airport tmptovement. 

Requests for capital improvement, how~ 
ever, must be· made to the city in the annual 
operating budget for the year. 

And when the ;tax situation Is tight, as it 
ta now, .airRQrt._ improvement· requests a.re 
most likely to be lopped o.ff. 
· Only one- airline, North Central, services 
city airport, compared to Pan American 
World Airways and sever.al nonscheduled air
lines ser.vicing Wayne Major. 

It was not uiitil 1954:, when Pan ·American 
started operation ·at Wayne Major, that· the 
airport's annUal operating revenue exceeded 
Detroit City Atrport's. It. exceeded it again 
in 1955. - - . _ 

How well was the.operating revenue han
dled? A comparison of figures for both air
ports is revealing. · - · 

In 1954, Wayne .Major had an operating 
revenue of· $603~03~ with a net operating loss 
of $62,733. Detroit City Airport had an op
erating revenue of $588,135 with a net oper
ating profit of $122,057 . . 
. In 1955, Wayne Major had an operating 
revenue of '802,757 with a net operating 
profit of .• 6,240. _ 
· Detroit City_ Airport had an operating 
revenue of $570,912 with an operating pro1lt 
of •113,487. _ 
. Which may explain _why tbe alrUnes cla1m 
signing an "open-end" contract, subject w 
the operating effi.ciency or tnemctency of 
Wayne Major would be "like signing a blank 
.check." 

CII--206 

tFrom the Detroit Free Press of February 11, 
1956) 

MANY Now us:s WAYNE MAJoa-NAvY WANTS 
. To MOVE THERE So ITS PILOTS CAN FL y JETS 

(By Jean ?earson) 
Detroit-Wayne Major Airport isn't -quite · 

so unpopular as the airlines make it seem. 
Even though 6 of the 7 major airlines have, 

decided to remain at Willow Run -and put 
future investments in a northeast airport, 
the county field has its admirers. 

It's serving well as an air cargo terminal. 
Businesses and industries on the west 

side, such as Ford Motor Co. and Wyandotte' 
Chemical, base their executive planes there. 

Pan-American has one international flight 
daily and several nonscheduled airlines make 
it a stop. 

The Air National Guard, which has called 
Wayne Major home for more than 25 years· 
and has leases there until 1980, wants to 
stay. · 
~ Approximately $2 milllon in Federal funds 
has been spent on buildings and other perm-· 
anent · improvements to serve · the Guard's· 
needs. 

Finally,' the Navy, urgently in need of. 
a field from which it can fly jets, much pre
fers Wayne Major to Willow -Run. 

Rear Adm. Benjamin A. Moore, director 
of aviation plans for the Chief of Naval 
Operations, saiEi la$ Jµne that Willow Run 
Airport was "unsuitable., as ·a -place to ~ove· 

the inadequate Grosse Ile .Naval AU: Station 
facilities. 

"The only existing site acceptable ls De
troit-Wayne Major Airport," he told the ne.:.. 
troit Navy League board of directors. 

In a letter to Representative LESINSKI 
(Democrat, of Michigan) regarding the 
Navy's needs, Rear Adm. James S. Russell. 
chief of the Burea·u of Aeronautics, said last 
spring: 
"~he Detroit-Wayne MajO?' Airport with 

its fine runways and approaches and 1ts ac-. 
cessible location is the preferred site." 

Then why doesn't the Navy move in? It 
asked to move there over a year ago. 
, .But Leroy Smith, Wayne County.highway 
engineer, in charge of Wayne Major, refused 
to let it. 

It has been established that it would cost 
$3 'million· to set the Navy up at Wayne 
Major, compared .to an investment . of 6 .tCJ 
10 times that amount to develop Wayne 
Major for commercial use. · · 
- Further, as Robert J. Wilson, vice presi
dent of Capital Airlines and spokesman for 
the six airlines, says, if the Navy's need is. 
Urgent, Wayne Major would be its best bet. 

The Navy could start operations ;:i.t Wayne 
Major within a few months. 
- But at Willow Run it would be at least 2 
years and perhaps more before the airlines 
could move-out and the Navy move in. And 
the six airlines say they have no intention 
of movin·g out. ' _ 

The reason-they couldn't share Willow-nun 
ls that all hangar and ·building space al
re.ady is taken and air tramc would be fur
ther congested. 

The airlines had more than 141,000 air 
operations. (either a landing or takeoff). last 
year and the Air Force. which has estab
lished, a... new Reserve .squadron .on th~ oppo~ 
site side of Willow Run, expects to have 
~2.000 operations annually. 

Total annual operations would . then top 
160,000. According to ti+e Civil Aeronautics 
Administration, air tramc Is considered "con
g~~·~ when th~re .~e lOQ,QOO or more op-
erations annually. · . 
. · Wby does the Navy prefer Wayne Major? 
_ Capt. M. T. Martin, commander of the 
Grosse ne Naval A1r Station, has mentioned 
several reasons. 

Included among ~em are: 
1. Wayne Major is closer to Lake Erle, over 

which the Navy conducts·most of its combat 
training. 

2. -It has cleared approaches- for landin.gs_ 
and takeoffs and one longer runway. · 

3. Jet training could begin at Wayne Major 
within a · few months as the airport would 
be used as a satellite field for Grosse Ile 
while buildings are being erected. 

4. Wayne Major Is closer to Detroit and' 
the downriver comm.unities, where the ma-
jority of the Navy reservists -live. · 
· Further,. the Navy believes that additional

trailiing benefits could come from working 
with the Air'National Guard on joint tactical·. 
problems. 

The Navy and Marines have some excellent
radar and other electronic equipment not 
owned by the guard.. It could be utilized for · 
training by all three branches of air service. 

In addition, the Navy points out, opera-. 
tlonal savings might be made through com
bined use of crash, salvage, and fire equip-
ment. · 

If the Air National Guard stayed. if the 
Navy m·oved in, and air cargo and business 
flying increased, every cent spent at Wayne• 
Major so. far would be justified. · 

With the addition of some taxiways, per .. : 
haps the lengthening of one runway, and a 
new access road, it would be a gOOd airport 
for such an operation, experts say .. 

William A. Mara, chairman ot the aviation: 
committee of the Detroit Board of Commerce, 
said last June at the airport-use panel hear-
ings: · 

"It's a credit to Leroy .Smith that he· 
dreamed up Wayne .Airport many. years ago, 
because it makes a nice base for the mu1:.' 
tary." 

But Wayne Major authorities, who w.ant no 
part of the milital"y, say all services should 
be at Willow Run since the Government: 
could recapture it for exclusive use in a na-. 
tional emergency. 

Others counter: 
. "Would county and city omctal deny the·. 
Federal Government use of Wayne Major in 
a national emergency?" 

(Proni. the Detroit- Free Presa of . Febru-
ary 12, 1956] 

WILL WAYNE MAJOR BE "-WORTH THE · COST?-

. (By .J'ean Peru:son) 
· There Isn't any question about the attrac
tiveness and functional quality of the pro-.. 
posed air terminal o1 Detroit-Wayne Air
port. . 

From .all descriptions . by Wayne Major 
planners. it certainly will be handsoi;ne. · 
- There isn't any doubt .that. the runway 
system planned would be more than ade-: 
quate_ to· meet the .demands of any commer
cial planes.in production or on the.drawing 
boards today. 
· They w.ould be long enough, heavily con ... 
structed,.. well-lighted. and .drained -and . co~ 
ordinated with modern navigational aids. 

But the real question businessmen and 
many aviation experts ask ·.are:. 

1. Is tbis trip to the public money trough 
necessary?--or wise? 
· 2. Is the financing plan realistic? 

3. _Does Wayne Major solve Detroit's pres
ent and future air traffic problem? 

A look at the first question brings up the 
matter of how much taxpayer money-from 
county, State, and Federal funds-is in
volved .. 

Overall answer is that of the minimum 
$28·mllllon estimate for the master plan de
velopment of Wayne Major, all but $23 mil
lion is from_public funds. The $5 million dif
ference will be in revenue bonds for a termi~ 
nal building . 
. wm tJ:µs include everything to make the 
airport complete? · 

Not by any means.- · 
Not included. in the $28 million estlma~ 

are: 
Hangars (probably about 9 at $1 million 

each). . 
Fuel tank farms and storage pits . 
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An access road (probably about a mile 
long). 

Underpasses under Willow Run Express
way, under the Wabash Railroad, and pos
sibly under a. future runway and taxiway. 

At other airports, these have run up to 
$1 million each. 

This is the financial background. 
Now let's look at question No. 1-Is the 

trip to the public money trough necessary? 
Yes, plus many millions more, probably, 

If the taxpayers want to develop an airport 
the majority of the airlines say they have 
no intention of ·using. 

Is it necessary to solve the military flying 
needs? Realistically, no. 

The Air Force is settled at Willow Run, 
its prime choice. 

The Air National Guard is happy at Wayne 
Major, where it has been for 25 years. 

The Navy wants to move' into Wayne Major 
and could be accommodated there at the 
expense of only $3 million, compared to the 
cost of 6 to 10 times that amount to develop 
Wayne Major for full commercial airline 
use. 

Is it wise? 
Yes, if a handsome terminal building and 

saving 12 minutes driving time is worth $23 
million to the taxpayer. 

The only catch here is what would you be 
saving 12 minutes for? 

Only one airline, American, has expressed 
any intention of moving. 

Capital, Delta, Eastern, Northwest, U~ited, 
Trans World, and North Central plan to re
main at an expanded Willow Run. Then, 
just as soon as the Northeast Airport is 
developed, they say they plan to schedule 
flights out of there to serve the larger popu
lation of metropolitan Detroit. , 

Question 2: Is the financing plan realistic? 
Even-LeRoy Smith, Wayne County highway 

engineer, admitted at a m_eeting of airline, 
county and city .. officials last November, 
"there are some optimistic figures." 

It looks good 'on paper. 
But a .great deal of· it is based on hopes, 

expectations and appropriations that are only 
made year by year in advance. 

For example. In the last 10 years, Michi
gan's Legislature has appropriated only $2,-
811,727.21 for the entire State as matching 
funds to Federal and county money. 

The largest single State grant during this 
period was to Wayne Major for $304,647.50. 

Yet within the 1955-59 period, Wayne 
County expects to receive $3,456,178.70 in 
State appropriations for Wayne Major Air
port alone. 

Since the metropolitan Detroit area can 
only receiv.e 50 percent of all State appro
priations, it will be necessary for legislature 
to double that amount for the State-or ap
propriate approximately $7 million. 

It is true that Wayne Major, operated by 
the Wayne County Road Commission, has 
perhaps basis for its great expectations: 
. _John P. McElroy, personnel and public 
relations officer of the Wayne County Road 
Commission, not only is a registered lobbyist 
for the road commission in Lansing, but is 
vice chairman of the Michigan Aeronautics 
Commission. · 

The areonautics commission appoints the 
director of the Michigan Department of Aero
nautics, who makes recommendations for 
appropriations to the legislature. 

Backers of Wayne Major are planning on 
getting every bit of the Federal and State 
airport funds available to Detroit through 
June 30, 1959. 

This means not 1 cent of these funds 
would go to the development of the Northeast 
Airport until 1960. · 

Mayor Cobo has said that the $3 million 
1n bonds authorized for Northeast and the 
$5 million expected from the sale of Detroit 
City Airport "wlll give $8 million that could 
be matched with Federal funds." 

:What funds? When? 

Of the estimated minimum $23 mllllon 1n 
tax funds for the Wayne Major master de-, 
velopment plan, $10,940,157.20 would be Fed
eral funds, $4,550,077.54 State funds, and 
$7,766,848.48 from county taxpayers. over 
70 percent of all Wayne County taxpayers 
live in Detroit. 

Question 3: Does Wayne Major solve De
troit's present and future air traffic problem? 

With less than 8 air miles between 
Willow Run and Wayne Major, the two ports 
simply make one big air-traffic hub in the 
sky. It is an air-traffic hub that ls already 
congested by Civil Aeronautics Administra
tion standards. 

As one pilot pointed out, moving airline 
operations from one airport to another makes 
no difference in the total amount of air 
traffic in that hub. It's no different than 
moving from one room to another room in' 
a house. You're still inside the same house. 

Perhaps the most revealing answer to this 
question, however, ls in the last paragraph 
of the letter of transmittal for the Novem
ber 4, 1955, airport use panel report which 
recommended the airline move to Wayne 
Major. 

It says: "Nothing in this report should 
be construed to mean that any airspaca prob
lems involved in this matter have neces
sarily been resolved or that the J:'.ecommen
dations contained herein have been endorsed 
by the members of the Airport Use Panel 
Advisory Committee." 

(From the Detroit Fress Press of February 
13, 1956] 

AIR CROWDED NEAR Wn.LOW, WAYNE MAJOR-
2 AIRPORTS ON GROUND, BUT ONLY 1 ABOVE 

(By Jean Pearson) 
On the ground you 'have two large air

ports-Willow Run and Detroit-Wayne ' 
Major. 
' In the air you have only one. 

The reason is that the airports are less 
than 8 air-miles apart. Together they make 
one, air-traffic hqb. , 

The more you expand air traffic at either 
airport, the greater the congestion grows. 
· Even now, when the weather socks in 
and pilots are flying on instruments, Willow 
Run, with its superior navigational aids, 
takes over and controls traffic for both air
ports. 

Wayne Major becomes a slave to Willow 
Run. 

Both have instrument landing systems 
(ILS). . 

But at Willow Run there is, in addition, 
the finest radar and communication equip
ment. 

In fact, Willow Run was recently desig
nated by the Civil Aeronautics Administra
tion as 1 of 38 busy terminals in the United 
States to be given a second radarscope to 
speed aircraft safely in and out of the area. 

The electronic eyes of the radar at wn.: 
low Run show airer.aft from 6 to 50 miles 
around the airport. · , 

Though extremely valuable, the equip
ment and its installation is expensive. 

But so far, no mention has been made of 
the extra cost of moving or installing this 
equipment at Wayne Major if that airport is 
developed for full-scale commercial airline 
use. 

Seeing tramc 50 miles out might seem like 
a comfortable margin. 

It is for a DC-3. But a jet could cover 
that distance in 5 minutes, and tlie 8 miles 
between Wayne Major and Willow Run in 
48 seconds. 

During instrument weather, holding pat
terns for aircraft waiting their turn to land 
are oval shapes in the sky. 

It takes an oval 19 miles long and 8 miles 
wide to provide a buffer o! airspace around 
each plane. 

The planes are then "stacked" above each 
other as 1,000-foot intervals. 

. Above 19,000 feet the oval must be 38 miles 
long and 16 miles wide. Above 29,000 feet, 
~he oval is 57 miles long and 24 miles wide. 

By present-day airline standards, a hold
ing pattern above 19,000 feet seems high. 
But jet airliners are coming and they are 
different. 

Charles J. Lowen, new Administrator of 
Civil Aeronautics, noted this February 4 
when he talked on Jet age requirements at 
the Jet Age Conference of the Air Force 
Association in Washington. 

Lowen said: 
"The one feature, other than speed, that 

most sharply distinguishes the jet transport 
from current civil aircraft is that this new 
beast is an inhabitant of the higher altitudes. 

"It operates most efficiently at about '30,-. 
000 to 40,000 feet. 
. "When a B-47. makes a missed approach, 
for example, I understand it consumes some 
2,700 pounds of fuel just in descending from 
and returning to the 1,000-foot level." 

Considering these holding patterns, it can 
easily be seen why, even with the smallest 
oval, 2 airports less than 8 air-miles apart 
constitute 1 traffic hub in the sky. 

What aviation experts can't understand is 
how two large airports were allowed to de
velop so near each other. They ask: 

"Will regional CAA officials ever be asked 
to explain why they approved expansion of 
Wayne Major (at the cost of many millions 
to the Federal Government) when it was 
practically on top of Willow Run?" 

Millions were spent on Wayne Major devel
opment after Willow Run already was in 
operation as a major air terminal for all the 
airlines. The airlines' group never encour
aged development of Wayne Major. 

Another question asked by those who keep 
tabs on the local aviation picture is: 

"Why hasn't the metropolitan Detroit area 
air traffic study, requested by the Airport Use 
Panel last June, been made public?" 

They are not as interested in the report 
sent from Kansas City (CAA regional head.:: 
quarters) to Washington as the one sent fronl 
Detroit to Kansas City and the opinion or 
conclusion of the local people. 

Granted that Wayne Major and Willow -
Run are but one airport from the sky, what's 
the answer?" 

As mentioned in earlier stories, the CAA 
has said that when air traffic reaches 100,000 
operations (landings or takeoffs) annually at 
an airport, a potential need for a second air
port exists. 

There are already more than 100,000 opera
tions annually at Willow Run alone. 

Good sense dictates that the second airport 
be far enough removed to avoid further air 
traffic congestion. 

The proposed northeast site is not only far 
enough removed but it is also north of the 
east-west air traffic flow that passes directly 
over Willow Run· and Wayne Major. 

·Planes headed for Northeast Airport could 
be "peeled off" the airway some distance 
away to relieve, rather than add, to the 
tramc coming into Wa.yne Major and Willow 
Run. 

[From the Detroit Free Press of February 14, 
1956] 

MACOMB COULD BRAG ABOUT NORTHEAST 
AIRPORT 

(By Jean Pearson) 
Someday, Macomb County may boast about 

having one of the finest airports in Michigan. 
It could also boast that it was the most 

modern, designed and built from scratch. 
Not a. "make do" airport. Not a rehash of 

an airport begun in 1928, but an airport 
keyed to a new era in aviation transp<;>rtation. 

It would be a mOdern airport in every re
spect--two 10,000-foot runways, a helicopter 
landing area, a handsome, functional termi
nal building, newest and speediest of baggage 
handling systems and ample parking space. 



<SONGRESSIONAL RECORD - HOUSE 3275 
It would be an alrp6rt serving more than 

2 million people of 3 counties ln a 12%-mile 
radius (almost 4 times as many people as 
served by Detroit-Wayne Major Airport ln a, 
12Yi-mlle radius). -- · 

It would be within 13 miles nf Cadillac 
Square in the heart of Detroit. Expressways, 
such as the I?roposed eight-lane Hastings 
superhighway, would speed groUJld transpor-
tation. - · 
· All of"this would not.cost Macomb County. 

1 cent. 
Yet some emotionally aroused people ln 

Warren Township, where the airport is 
planned, are fighting it with every legal ma-
neuver in the books. · 

·From the time a northeast airport was .sug
gested in the early 1950's, legal skfrmishes 
have been carried on. 

Finally, in 1954, the 74-acre Warren Airport 
was purchased by the city of Detroit for 
$93,000 as a nucleris for the pr-0posed north-
east airport. · 

Immediately, some War.ren Township om
cials, who opposed what they considered "a · 
big city pushing them around," protested. 

The township entered a suit to condemn 
Warren Airport for a park, despite its drain- , 
age disadvantages for a recreational area. 

They lost the suit, heard before .a Mac<?~~ 
county jury in Circuit Judge James E. Spiers 
courtroom thia month. 

Water·: Warren Township is dependent 
upon Detroit for its water and some sewers. 
The township is short of water and cannot 
develop without ft. , 

It is costing Detroit. more than $50 million 
for the improved facilities that will assure 
Warren Township and other suburbS enough. 
water for fire· protection and normal growth. 

Real estate; Impartial surveys show that 
municipal airports do not a<lversely aifect the 
value.. of· nearby real estate. 

Actually. an airport brings businesses, in-
creases employ:rn.ent, and creates new de-
mands for homes. · 

Schools: Concern for the safety and scho
~tic retardation of approximately 15,000 
pupils enrolled in schools in a . 30.:.square
mile area surroundi~g the proposed North
east Airport has been expressed by opponents. 
. By comparison, approximately 40,000 public 

and parochial ·seliool students are studying 
within a. 2"'.'mile radius of Detroit City Airport.-

And. a..s has been po!nted out, "not once in 
the 25 year.s e;L'flce that extremely busy air
port has been operating has a schoolchild so 
mucli as lost -his hat :to a descending -air-
plane." 

Safety: A lot could be said to point up the 
fallacy of hysteria on this point. 

Suffice to say that records show a person · 
is safer near an airport than on a railroad 
or highway. 

Safer, even than on a sidewalk. Bicycles 
kill more innocent bystandars annually than 
airplanes. 

Now the orie hurdle remaining before the 
trico~ty airport can become a reality ls a 
condemnation suit filed by Detroit to . acquire. 
the land for expansion of Warren Airport. · 

When .completed. the airport boundaries [From the Detroit Free Press of February 15, · 
would be Ryan, Dequindre. Twelve. and Four- . 19561 
teen Mile Roads. · WILL Mn.r.10Ns BE · Wa;,,"TED oN WAYNE · 

The court case is"expected to come up this MAJoa?-NoRTHEAST AIRPORT SEEN Mou· 
spring. It Will 'be one with sparks fiying. SENSIBLE MOVE 
And no matter which side wins, it is lil~ely 
to be appealed to the Michigan Supreme (By Jean Pearson) 
Court. For nearly 2 weeks the Free Press has been 

One of the fii:st · steps to bloc~ade the · print ing a series of articles on Detroit's air- · 
condemnation was taken. last Friday when port situation. 
Warien Township paid $234,300 to Poultry _ What, in _su~runary, Q:re' _some of the im~ . 
Farmer Frank B. Krause for his !71-aere portant points that affect the taxpayer and
farm. - the way bis money is spent.? : 

The $234,300-, wa.S -taken from a $300,000'- ' : In. tbis ·conCluding article, some of the· 
fund voted for recreation purposes .1n the . 11tghlights are reviewed. · 
township. ·A school district, which joined , F irst, by· way of tmckground, Metropolitan 
the purchase, wants a portion for a· school Detroit is expected to have a popUlation close 
site. . to 4 million by July 1960. ' 

· Township Superviser Arthur J. Miller said · An ·estimated· 3,100,000 ·all' pa.Ssengers will 
bluntly, after- .thiLdeal bad been made se- arrive - or-- depart in the· Detroit area.:· that ' 
cretly. "We're: .riot k idding anyone. We year. . · 
bought .the .land:. for. two reasons-the park This is well over. a- million more than ar- · 
and to stop Detroit." rived or departed on planes here in 1955. 

Detroit Corporation Couns.el Paul T. Dwyer - By 1965. the number will be close to ·4 mil- · 
sald, . ." howtiver. that .he· did ·not ,believe the- Uon pasSen.gers~ , · -
township's move wilL make any difference· . Detroit should be building· another>airport 
to ·the airport case. now. 

More emoti-0ns than facts seem to have This does not mean Detroit-Wayne Major 
been stir.red up . in War.ren Township over Airport. . 
the .proposed airport. .. Whether .the airlines operate ·at· Willow 

Some ·of .the. problems-concern. land values~ nun Aitport or Wayne· i..lajor is beside the • 
in ooiidemnation, t .axes obtainable from the point. . . . 
area. ·school bonds, wat.er ,. real .estate values. . · They may be· two airports on -the . ground 
schools, and safety. _ but they are only one in the sky. Being only 

Taking them 1 by l, .these are the fi;icts: 8 air-miles apart, they form one air tufilc 
Condemnation: It has been pointed .out _ hub. 

that 'In.ore than a fair price is a.ssured every . The two airports are so elose together that · 
prope.rty owner because th~ condemnation . in instrument :fiyi..ng :weather the Willow Run 
jury, composed entirely of Macomb resi- tower, with superior navigational aids, takes 
dents, will decide the values. over air traffic control for both fields. 

Taxes; At the present time, approximately Already this air tramc hub is. congested. 
$12,000 in t axes is levied in this area. A The Civil .. Aeronautics Administration 
park' and school will not increase them. has stated: 
· By comparison. business establishment~ at ."'With present technical know.,,how,.an·air-

D2troit City Airport a.re now paying twice port with 100,000 or more· air carrier opera
that amount. All of these establishments tions has reached or is approaching the 
and many more would move to the northeast limit of efficient IFR (instrument _flight 
airport. ' · rules) operational capacity. 

School bonds: School bonds are now as- "'A community, therefore, bas. a. potential 
sessed -against the 2 square miles that will need for two ·airports for air commerce when 
be condemned. it has 100,000 or more air carrier operations." 

It has been pointed out that ln previous · ; Willow -Run now has more than 144,600 -
condemnation cases, the city of Detroit has , operations . (either a landing or,., takeoff) 
paid off such bonds so there would be no annually. Of these, more than 120,000 are 
extra burden on taxpayers ·outside the · area. air c~rrier operations. 

Add the more than 135,000 operations an
nually at Wayne Major to the. single air 
tratnc hub and you have the reason why 
another airport, far removed from either. is· 
needed. · · . · 

You aiso have the reason why the airlines 
insist the minimum of $19 million more 
needed to develop Wayne Major for fUU air
line use would ·~ better spent developing 
the Northe~t site. · · 

Further, this .19 millic>n estimate ' (added 
to the 9 million poured into Wayne Major 
since 1946) would· not complete :the airport; 

It does not include hangars (about 9 at 
$1 million each will be needed). fuel stor
age. an access rnad about a mile long . and 
underpasses (which have cost ·about 1 mil-. 
lion each . at other airports), under Willow 
Run ~ressway. Wabash railroad and pos- · 
sibly under a ·future runway and taxiway . 

To finance this tremendous expenditure 
for an airport 6 of 7 major altlines say they· 
have no intention of u sing, an exceedingly 
optimistic program has been set up. 

It was. set up by the Wayne County Road . 
Commission, sponsor of t~e airport under 
the direction of Leroy Smith; county high
way engineer, for more than 27 year~ 

Total estimated cost for ·development of_ 
Wayne Major {without hangars; fuel storage, 
access road and underpasses) is a minimum 
of •28 million, of which $23 million ts tax 
money. 

More than 9 million of the total has al
ready been spent since 1946 and still the air
port ls .such a Jumble it would take 2 years 
before it could be ready for full airline use. 

Many have wondered how the regional 
CAA .happened to approve development of 
one large airport practically on top of an- -
other large airport. · 

Millions in Federal funds were poured into 
Wayne Majbr after all the airlines were al
ready at Willow Run. Further, all but one 
had indicated they had no intention or mov
ing to Wayne ~ajar. 
· Now, 'with the Federal millions alread7 .. 

spent, aviation ·observers wonder if millions . 
more will be poured .ln ,"to- cbase it up." 
~ They als<> wonder if, evantually the CAA .in, .. 

a face.-sav'lng gesture might try, through ,di- · 
rect or indirect pressure, to. force the· airlines· 
to move. · · 

Of the $23 rmillion in -tax,. money for the" 
Wayne Major master -development· plan. $10:• .: 
940\157.20 _ would be, F'ederaI: funds, •4,555,-
077.54 State funcb and $7,766,848.48 from
county taxpayers~ 

! More- than 70 percent of th.e "couri.ty . ta"X- · 
payem live in Detroit. · 
· Though the legislature has appropriated 

only $.2,811,727.31 for the entire State to 
m~tch · Federal · funds for airport develo:p:._ 
ment ftl the last 10 years, Wayne·County ·of- :' 
:flclals expeet ~legislatol'S ·to appro]>riate ea:- . 
456,177.70for1t alone during a. 4.-year petio.d-. ~ 
· Since Metropolitan Detroit may receive 

oniy 50 percent of all State funds appropri- · 
ated, this· means the State legislators would 
have tp appropriate nearly seven million for 
a.'irportS during that period. 
· The road com.xnis s ion expects to ge t what 

it asks for. ;rt .usua lly does. · 
Its personnel and public relations omcer, 

John P. McElroy, is a registered lobbyist in 
Lansing and vice chairman of the Michigan 
Aeronautics Commission. 

The Aeronautics Commission appoints the 
director· (Brig. Gen. Lester J. Maitland) and 
he makes the recommendations to the Leg
islature. 
. Further, though Willow Run, Wayne Major, 

Detroit City Airport and the proposed. North• 
east Airport f..l"e expected to share the State 
funds available .to metropolitan Detroit, the 
read commission expects to get every penny 
for ·Wayne Major ·through June 30, 1959. 

Not -one cent would be available · for the 
Northeast Airport until 1960. 
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From Wayne County taxpayers, the county 
expects to get $3,456,177.70 during the four
year period. 

It already receives half a mUlion dollars 
yearly to sink into Wayne Major. 

mtimate responsib111ty for making up any 
airport operating deficiencies might eventu
ally also fall upon the taxpayer. 

This would be the case if the county 
signed contracts with the airlines providing 
fixed charges not subject to revision or review 
or tied to some sliding scale. 

Since the war, the public has been con
sulted only once about Wayne Major. 

In 1946, a $5 million airport development 
bond issue was present~d to the people. 

The county hasn't risked ·a vbte on its air-
port activities since. ' 

Because this great expenditure is being 
used to duplicate a large, fully operative com
mercial airport only 8 air-miles away, the air
lines say it doesn't make good .sense-for 
them or the public. . . 

The military Air Reserve program is an 
important part of Detroit's airport situation. 

The Air National Guard, with a $2-mil
lion investment in facilities, has been at 
Wayne Major more than 25 years and holds 
leases until 1980. It wants to stay there. 

The Navy, desperately in need of a field 
from which it can fly jets (Grosse Ile Naval 
Air Station is too small for jet operations), 
always has expressed a preference for Wayne 
Major. 

Not only could it start preliminary jet op
erations there within a few months, but its 
installations would cost only an estimated 
$3 million. This would be from the Federal 
and residential area of south Macomb 
County. 

For this reason, the airlines have said that 
investing in the · northeast site makes good 
business sense for them and, they believe, 
the public. 

• • • • . ' 
Finally, the Air Force Reserve is already 

set up at Willow Run-where it prefers to be. 
The .airlines say the number. of jet oper11-

tions planned by the Air Force will not inter
fere with their operations. 

The airlines moved to Willow Run when 
they began using four-engine airplanes in 
1946. 

City airport was too small . . 
They considered Wayne Major, but were 

told it would be 2 years before it would be 
ready for full airline use. 

Ten years and about $10 million later, it 
still isn't. 

At the time the airlines moved, they said 
they had no intention of moving again until 
an airport more centrally located than either 
Willow Run or Wayne Major became avail
able. 

Willow Run, built as a testing and fly-away 
field for the B-24 bomber plant, had served 
its wartime purpose and owe~ nothing to 
anyone. . 

The fact that 1t has been put to u se and 
maintained in good .condition is a credit to 
both the University of Michigan, its owner, 
and the airlines, which lease it. 

Willow Run hasn't cost the citizeD,s of met
ropolJtan Detroit r cent .. in city or _county· 
taxes. 

The airlines pay rent to the university 
plus percentage of income from nonairlines 
revenue. 

They operate the airport and maintain the 
field and buildings. 

For 5 years they operated at a loss. 
The airlines paid for the conversion of 

the bomber plant to an air terminal. 
They also expect to foot the bill for the 

$1 %-mllllon facelifting and expansion al
ready begun at Willow Run. 

Nevertheless, they see the future need for 
an airport north of the city. 

More than four times as many persons 
would be served within a 12V:z-mile radius 
of Northeast Airport than would be served 
1n a 12V:z-mile radius of Wayne Major. 

The :flgures are 2,204,920 within a 12V:z-mUe 
circle around Northeast compared to 615,350 
with 12¥2 miles of Wayne Major. 

Northeast Airport's area of service would 
extend in every direction: 

North, to the area of Flint, Saginaw, and 
Bay City. . 

West, to Pontiac, Birmingham and Royal 
Oak. 

East, to Mount Clemens, Rosevllle, and 
St. Clair Shores. 

South from Detroit and the rapidly ex
panding industrial area they will schedule 
!lights there. 

Then, as they do in Chicago, New York, 
and Los Angeles, .they WO}lld operate at two 
or more fields to provide better air trans
portation to a greater number of people. 
· One question remains. 

Will millions be spent needlessly (utterly 
wasteful," as the chairman of the Aviation 
Committee of the Detroit Boa.rd of Com
mer.ce has said) at Wayne Major or will the 
Northeast site be given No. 1 priority? 

Politicians may decide the answer-unless 
the public and legislators have a more pow
erful voice. 

Mr. MEADER. Mr. Speaker, last year, 
Leroy Smith, the Wayne County road 
commission engineer, wrote a letter to 
Secretary Wilson of the Department of 
Defense and urged as follows: That 
Willow Run Airport, now used by the 
commercial airlines, be converted into 
a military airport; that the Air Force 
Reserve jet operations, and the Navy jet 
Reserve training operations and the Air 
National Guard, which is now located 
on Wayne Major Airport, and probably 
cannot be moved from it, all be trans
ferred to Willow Run; and that the air
lines be made to go to Detroit-Wayne 
Major. · 

Mr. Speaker, I learned something 
about the executive branch of the Gov
ernment as a result of that experience. 
They have an outfit called the Air Co
ordinating Committee, which was not set 
up by the Congress, has no statutory 
standing or authority of any kind. 
That Air Coordinating Committee has 
a variety of panels. It has an airport 
use panel. It has an air space panel. 
I think it has a panel dealing with 
navigational aids and other aspects of 
aviation. 

What is the Air Coordinating Com
mittee? I hold in my hand the Code of 
Federal Regulations, and on page 162 
is Executive Order 9781 establishing the 
Air Coordinating Committee, signed by 
Harry S. Truman, September 19, 1946. 
The members of this Air Coordinating 
Committee at that time were: the De
partment of State, War, Post Office, 
Navy, Commerce, and the Civil Aero
nautics Board. That has been added to. 
There are some more. But for all prac
tical purposes-and it was the 'case in 
the airport use panel which held hear
ings in the city of Detroit-the Air Co
ordinating Committee is dominated by 
the military. 

At this point in my remarks, Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
insert the entire text of Executive Order 
9781. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. With
out objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
EXECUTIVE ORDER 9781, ESTABLISHING THE Ala 

COORDINATING COMMITTEE 

By virtue of the authority vested in me 
as President of the United States, and in 

qrder to provide for the fullest development 
and coordination of the aviation policies 
and activities of the Federal agencies, and 
in the interest of the internal management 
of the Government, it is hereby ordered as 
follows: 

1. (a) There is hereby established the 
Air Coordinating Committee (hereinafter re
ferred to as the committee) which shall 
have as members · one representative from 
each of the following-named agencies (here
inafter referred to as the participating agen
cies) : the State, War, Post Office, Navy, and 
Commerce Departments and the Civil Aero
nautics Board. The members shall be des
ignated by the respective heads of the par-, 
ticipati'ng agencies. The President shall· 
name one of the members as the chairman 
of the committee. The Director of the Bu
reau of the Budget shall designate a rep- · 
resentative of the Bureau as a nonvoting 
member of the committee. 
. .(b) Each officer or body authorized under 
subparagraph 9 (a) hereof to designate a 
member of the committee shall also desig
nate one or more alternate members, as may 
be necessary. 

( c) The committee shall establish pro
cedures to provide for participation, includ
ing participation in voting, by a representa
tive of any agency not named in subpara
graph 9 (a) hereof in connection with such 
aviation matters as are of substantial in
terest to that agency. 

2. The committee shall examine aviation 
problems and developments affecting more 
than one participating agency; develop and 
recommend integrated policies to be carried 
out and actions to be taken by the par
ticipating agencies or by any other Govern
ment agency charged with responsibility in 
the aviation field; and, to the extent per
mitted by law, coordinate the avlation ac
tivities of such agencies except activities 
relating to the exercise of quasi-judicial 
functions. 
, 3. The committee shall consult with Fed
eral interagency boards and committees con
cerned in any manner with aviation activ
ities; and consult with the representatives 
of the United States to the Provisional Inter
national Civil Aviation Organization or to 
the permanent successor thereof and rec
ommend to the Department of State gen
eral policy directlves and instructions for 
the guidance of the said representatives. 

4. The committee, after obtaining the 
views of the head of each agency concerned, 
shall submit to the President, together with 
the said views, (a) such of the committee's· 
recommendations on aviation policies as re
quire the attention of the President by rea
son of their character or importance, (b) 
those important aviation questions the dis
position of which is prevented by the in
ability of the agencies concerned to agree, 
( c) an annual report of the committee's 
activities during each calendar year, to be 
submitted not later than January 31 of the 
next succeeding year, and (d) such interim 
reports as m~y be necessarr or desirable .. 

5. The heads of th,e participating agencies. 
shall cause their respective agencies to use 
the fac111t1es of the committee in all appro~ 
priate circumstances and, consonant with 
law, · to provide the committee with such 
personnel assistance as may be necessary. 

HARRY S. TRUMAN. 
THE WHITE HOUSE, Septem'f?er .19, 1946. 

Mr. MEADER. The Air Coordinating 
Committee, when this controversy be
tween these two airports developed, or
dered its airport use panel to hold pub
lic hearings in Detroit, which they did 
on the 22d and 23d of June of 1955. 

I say that the airport use panel is 
a stacked deck. It had 2 civilians out 
of the 6 members of that panel, a repre
sentative of the Civil Aeronautics Ad
ministration and a representative of the . 
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Civil Aeronautics Board. But it had 4 
military representatives, a representa
tive of the Department of Defense and 
1 each from the Army, the Air· Force, 
and the Navy. In other words, there 
were 4 military representatives and 2 
civilians. That was a 2 to 1 vote in favor 
of the military on any problem in the De
troit area concerning the use of airports. 

I told you this Air Coordinating Com
mittee has no statutory standing, being 
created by executive order, but it is pre
sumed to bind the executive branch of 
the Government. Let me tell you that 
I have come to learn that the executive 
·branch of the Government has come 
to have a lot more to say about the 
future of aviation in this ·country than 
the Congress does. The Air Coordinat
ing Committee itself signed the report 
which resulted from the hearings of this 
airport use panel and that, like the 
panel, was represented 4 to 2 military 
over civilian. 

What did that panel report? It re
ported exactly what it knew it was going 
to report before it went out there. It 
was going to give the military anything 
they wanted, and it was going to back 
up the CAA and its mistaken program 
of. underwriting this huge expansion 
program to build one airPort right on 
top of another one. 

Who was going to :fight it? They knew 
what they were going to do, but they 
went through the sham of a public hear
ing and let people come in and talk 
themselves out, knowing all the time 
that it would not make a bit of differ
ence. They could have stayed rLht here 
in Washington. 

There are some curious things about 
that report. I am not going to ask that 
the entire report go into the RECORD, be
cause it is too long. But what would you 
think would be some of the factors you 
ought to consider in deciding how air
ports should be used in a particular com
munity? would you not think that the 
item of cost would be one that you would 
consider? would you not think that the 
10cation of airports and the use and de
velopment of airports would have some 
bearing upon the congestion of air space? 
But this amazing report of the airport 
use panel, which was decided before they 
ever heard a word of testimony, says this 
in their letter of transmittal of Novem
ber 4, 1955: 

Nothing in this report should be construed 
to mean that any air space problems in this 
matter have necessarily been resolved or that 
the recommendations contained herein have 
been endorsed by the. members of the airport 
use panel advisory coII).Illittee. 

Just a moment on the significance of 
that last phrase. The airport use panel 
advisory committee is not a Government 
agency. It is composed of representa
tives of trade associations interested in 
flying, the Air Line Pilots Association, 
the Air Transport Association, and so 
on. There are a number of such asso
ciations. They formed an advisory com- · 
mittee. This question was referred to 
that advisory committee, but they did not 
go along with the airport use panel. That 
is why they had to say that the recom
mendations co'ntained in their report 
:have not been · endorsed by the airport .. 
use panel . advisory committee. But the 

important thing is their saying them
selves that the:r did not-consider the air .. 
space problem. 

Here you have two airports that right 
now, with their present traffic, without 
the Air Force and the Navy jet training 
operations, are both operating at near 
capacity. _ Would you not think it would 
be intelligent to consider the air-space 
problem before you decide about the 
present and future airport use in the city 
of Detroit? But this panel did not dare 
look at that question because it would 
have directed them not to put more con
gestion where there is already too much. 

Furthermore, there is the item of cost. 
Let me just read you what they said 
about the item of cost. They belittle it. 
The airlines say, "We know what it costs 
to build airports, we know what it costs 
to build terminals and hangars and run
ways and storage facilities, and all those 
things. We think it is going to cost be
tween $20 million and $30 million." 

But what does the airport use panel 
say? It says: 

While the panel questions the $20 mil
lion to $30 million suggested during the 
hearings as the estimated cost of transfer
ring carriers to the Detroit Wayne Major 
Airport, it knows, of course, that such a 
move might very well be costly. 

But when the airlines who have been 
negotiating with the representatives of 
the Detroit Wayne Major Airport over 
the years finally got the figures f ram 
them; what' were they? From $28 mil
lion to $32 million. 

The panel brushed that off. Con
gress. or some other pu,blic body, has to 
put up a good share of that money. But 
the airport use panel does not care 
about the cost. That again might be 
because the panel is dominated by the 
military where cost is not generally 
considered too important. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
at this point to put in the RECORD the 
recommendations of the airport use 
panel. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore [Mr. 
SIEMINSKI]. Without objection, it is so 
ordered. . 

There was no objection. 
AIR COORDINATING COMMITTEE, 

Washington,, D. C., November 4, 1955. 

ACC AIRPORT USE PANEL MAKES RECOMMEN
DATIONS ON AIRPORTS IN THE DETROIT, ·MICH., 
AREA . 
The Airport Use Panel of the Air Coordi

nating Committee today released the follow
ing recommendations as a .result of a hearing 
held in· Detroit, Mich., June 22 and 23, 1955, 
to "determine, in the best interests of the 
public, the most feasible civil/m111tary ut111-
zation of the airports, existing and proposed, 
in the Detroit, Mich., area." 

1. That the Detroit-Wayne Major Airport 
be developed and ut111zed as the major civil 
air terminal serving the Detroit area. 

2. That the scheduled air carriers now 
using the Willow Run Airport transfer their 
operations to the Detroit-Wayne Major Air
port as soon as adequate facilities can be · 
made available to serve their needs. 

3. That the Willow Run Airport continue 
to be operated under civil ownership as a 
joint civil/m11itary airport. 

4. That one Air Force Reserve fighter 
squadron be immediately relocated from 
Selfridge ·Air -Force base and established on 
the Willow -Run .Airport, utilizing present 

Government-owned facilities and pursuant 
to existing rights of the Government to use 
the airport. 

5. That the Naval Air Station be relocated 
from Grosse Ile and established on the Wil· 
low Run Airport. 

6. That the Air National Guard squadrons 
now stationed at the Detroit-Wayne Major 
Airport be transferred to the Willow Run Air
port as soon as agreement can be reached 
between the State of Michigan and the offi
cials of Wayne County for the -replacement 
of Air National Guard facillties now existing 
or under construction at the Detroit-Wayne 
Major Airport with equally ade,quate facili
ties at the Willow Run Airport. 

7. That the proper authorities proceed 
with plans to develop additional public air
ports adequate to serve present and future 
civil aviation requirements in the Detroit 
area. 

8. That, in the event Naval Air Station 
Grosse Ile is declared surplus to the needs of 
the military, consideration be given to civil 
use of this airport for general aviation. 

9. That the appropriate local, State, and 
Federal officials develop, coordinate, and in
tegrate the master plans of all airports in the 
Detroit metropolitan area to the extent nec
essary that each airport may be utilized 
effectively and fully consistent with the rec
ommendations contained herein. 

10. That consideration be given, to the es
tablishment of a single metropolitan airport 
authority to administer the civil airports in 
the Detroit area. 

The Airport Use Panel is a component of . 
the Air Coordinating Committee and its 
membership is composed of representatives 
of the Departments· of the Air Force, Army, 
Navy, and Commerce, Office of the Secretary 
of Defense, and the Civil Aeronautics Board. 
It is responsible for recommending to the 
Air Coordinating Committee major policies 
invo~ving airport matters affecting both mili
tary and civil agencies and is authorized to 
take final action for the ACC when in unani
mous agreement. 

The panel's recommendations pertaining 
to the Detroit hearing were unanimously 
endorsed by: 

Fred B. Lee {Chairman), Administrator, 
Civil Aeronautics Administration, De
partment of Commerce; Roger W. Full. 
ing, Director of Construction (P. & I), 
Office of the Secretary, Department of 
Defense; Maj. Gen. Kenneth P. Berg
quist, Director of Operations, Depart
ment of the Air Force; Maj. Gen. Ham
ilton H. Howze, Chief, Army Aviation 
Division, Department of the Army; 
Rear Adm. W. L. Rees, Assistant Chief 
of Naval Operations (Air), Department 
of the Navy; Joseph P. Adams, Vice 
Chairman" Civil Aeronautiqs Board. 

Mr. · MEADER. Mr. Speaker, on the 
29th of December, the airlines met again 
and said once and for all they were not 
going to · move to Detroit-Wayne Major 
Airport and they were perfectly happy at 
Willow Run. They condemned the ex
penditure of about $30 million at Wayne 
Major Airport as a wa.ste of public funds. 

In addition the airlines said that prob
ably there should be another airport in 
the Detroit area· but that it ought to be 
away from the Willow Run traffic pat
tern and that it would be foolish to build 
one airport right on top of another. As 
a matter of fact, today, in instrument 
flying weather, those airports a:i;e ·so close 
together that landings and take-offs at 
Wayne Major Airport are controlled by 
the Willow Run tower. 

As Jean Pearson, the Free Press Avia
tion writer, very aptly said, "You have· 
two big . airports on the ground-Willow 
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Run ·and Detroit Wayne Major-but in 
the air you only have one." 

But with the increased speed of flying 
and the increased volume of , traffic, it 
fost does not make sense to congest these 
airports .further. That $30 million would 
be more intelligently spent on the other 
side of Detroit away from the present 
traffic pattern of tfiose two existing air
ports. Certainly, they have thrown in 
$17 million already, but is that any rea:
son becai.ise we have peen foolish in the 
past that we should throw away another 
$30 million? I would like also, Mr. 
Speaker, to incorporate in my remarks at 
~his point the letter of December 29 C•.! 
the airlines addressed to the Honorable 
Albert E. Cobo and Leroy C. Smith, and 
the news release accompanying it. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There wa_s no objection. 

Hon. ALBERT E. COBO. 
Mr. LEROY C. SMITH. 

DECEMBER 29, 1955. 

· GENTLEMEN: We the undersigned airlines 
have given most careful consideration to the 
pl.'oposal that we move our Detroit terminal 
from Willow Run Airport to Wayne Major 
A:irport. During the past several weeks we 
have made a thorough analysis and study of 
the detailed Wayne Major operation as pre
sented by you to us at our meeting of 
November 17 last, including your proposed 
rates and fees, required improvement pro
gram, time scheduling of such improvements, 
necessary expenditure of public funds, etc. 

It was agreed at that meeting between 
city, county, and airline officials that it 
would cost at least $28,265,000 additional 
to equip Wayne Major for full airline use. 
Even this sum did not include such other 
necessary costs as fuel facilities, access road
ways, and _the movement . of navigational 
aids. As outlined by you this cost would 
be borne in part by the county,. State,- and 
Federal Governments and in part by the air
lines, payable in rents and charges. 

We fully recognize that Wayne Major is 
more conveniently located to the center of 
Detroit and would represent a 10- to 12-
minute saving in traveling time downtown. 
We also recognize that the comfort and con- . 
venience of QUr passenger customers is of 
primary concern. 
. Thus the basic question was a balancing 

of increased passenger convenience against 
the expenditure of private and taxpayer 
funds to duplicate at Wayne Major those 
facilities already existing and being used 
at Willow ~un. In our considered judg
ment, the benefits to the traveling. public 
are not sufficient to warrant this expendi
ture. 
. We have not been unmindful of the re

quirement that the various military avia
tion units find a permanent -home. Of the · 
three service units concerned the Air Na
tional Guard ls satisfactorily located at 
Wayne Major and the Air Force has moved . 
into Government-owned facilities at Willow 
Run. This leaves only the Navy to be 
located and it expressed a preference to op
erate at Wayne Major Airport. 

. At the airport use panel hearing it ·was 
e.stimated that it would cost only $3 million 
to establish the Navy at Wayne Major to 
make it suitable for a military operation. 
Thus the difference between the cost of $3 
million to tnstaU a military -operation and 
the $28,265,000 to set up a commercial opera
tion at Wayne. Major would. be $25,265,000. 
It was expressed at the panel hearing that 
an urgency exists for a relocation of the 
Navy a~d this ur.gency .could more readily 
be met by a move to Wayne ~ajor. 

• We also have before us the· need for an
other airport in the northeast section. We 
feel that any money spent on further air
port facilities 1n the Detr.oit area should be 
invested ln the development of the North
east Airport, as a solution to Detroit's air
port needs. 

In conclusion we wish to express our 
thanks to both the city and county officials 
for their interest in the matter. 

ROBERT J. WILSON, 
Capital Airlines, Inc. 

TODD G. COLE, 
· Delta Air Lines, Inc. 

MAURICE LETHBRIDGE; 
Eastern Airlines, Inc. 

DALE MERRICK, 
Northwest Airlines, Inc. 

GEORGE H. CLAY, 
Trans World Airlines, Inc. 
RALPH S. TWIST, 

United Air Lines, Inc. 

AIRLINES NATIONAL TERMINAL 
SERVICE Co., INC., 

Ypsilanti, Mich., January 1956. 
Seven of eight major airlines operating at 

Willow Run Airport today informed Detroit 
and Wayne County officials that they have 
finally decided, "once and for all," against 
moving operations to the Detroit-Wayne 
Major Airport. 

The decision was reached in a ·special 
meeting Dacember 28, of nrember airlines 
comprising the Airlines National Terminal 
Service Co., Inc. (ANTSCO). An .announce
ment of the action has been withheld until 
each airline signed a letter which was re
ceived today by Leroy C. Smith, Wayne Coun
ty highway engineer and manager of Wayne 
Major. 

"In our considered judgment," the carriers 
told Smith, "the benefits to the traveling 
public are not sufficient to warrant" the ex- -
penditure of some $32 million, the amount in 
public .and private funds estimated neces
sary to .convert Wayne Major. 

In their letter, the airlines said their final 
decision followed a thorough ' analysis and 
study of the detailed Wayne Major operation 
as proposed by t.he a1rport's backers. 

"We fully recognize that Wayne Major is 
more conveniently located to the center of 
Detroit and would represent a 10- to 12-min
ute saving in traveling time," the airlines · 
said. "We also recognize that the comfort 
and convenience of otir pa,ssenger customers 
is of primary concern .. 

"Thus the basic question was a balancing 
of increased passenger convenience against 
the expenditure of private and taxpayer 
funds to duplicate at Wayne Major those 
facilities already existing and being, used at 
Willow Run." 

The airline's decision was .also governed by 
the requirements of the Michigan Air Na
tional Guard, currently based at Wayne 
Major, and the Naval Air Station at Grosse 
Ile. A new Air Force reserve -squadron is 
etcpected to begin its weekend fiying opera
tions at Willow Run later this month. 

National Guard spokesmen have said they 
a-re "happily located," while Navy officials 
have expressed a clear preference for relocat
ing all naval flying activities at Wayne Major 
rather than Wlllow Run. It has been es
timated that it will cost only $3 million to 
transfer the Grosse Ile ·base to Wayne Major, 
a clear-cut savings of nearly $30 million 
over the cost to convert the Wayne County 
port for· commercial operations. 

The letter to Smith was ~ent by all 
ANTSCO member airlines except American, 
which has indicated it 1s consider!Ilg a Ione 
sw~tch to Wayne Major. American was _rep
resented at the special ANTSCO meeting, but 
declined to make any comment on the out
come. 

The - airlines' unifle<:l stand apparently 
spells an end to Wayne County hopes for a 

multimillion dolla-r revamping -of. Wayne 
Major, but the aircarriers pledged tll.eir com
plete support - and cooperation in working 
toward another Detroit airport in the north
east section to supplement Willow -Run. , 

"We fe<:l/' the airlines said today, "that 
any money spent on further airport fac111ties 
in the Detroit area should be invested in the 
development of the Northeast Airport, ·as a 
solution to Detroit's airport needs." Point
ing to current air traffic increases of from 
10 to 15 percent yearly, they -say two -afr
ports in · the metropolitan Detroit area wlll 
be "justified and warranted" by ·the time 
a new facility can be constructed. 

The "once and for all" decision to remain 
at Willow Run thus paves the way for the 
start of a $1,500,000 remodeling and expan
sion _program there, financed by the airlines. 

Based on an extensive study by Landrum & 
Brown, nationally famo-q.s airport consult
ants of Cincinnati, Ohio, the project in its 
entirety will take about 2 years ·to ,complete. 
Two of three major phases of the improV'e
ment program, however, can be finished by 
next year, ANTSCO president, Robert E. Mill
er, said today. He added that a detailed ex
planation of the project will be announced 
publicly when a date for the start of actual 
work has been set. 

When the bulk of the improvement project 
is completed, the Landrum & Brown report 
estimates, Wlllow Run Airport should prove 
adequ~te to serve all anticipated air-travel 
needs of the metropolitan Detroit area for 
the next 10 years, and at least until the pro
posed northeast airport is in operation. 

Cost of the revamping would be reduced 
considerably should American Airlines de
cide to move, Miller explained, as the remain
ing seven carriers would absorb space cur
rently utilized by American, which accounts 
for some 28 percent of operations at Willow 
Run. This would then cut down planned 
and neede_d expansion of the terminal build
ing and hangar facilities. 

· To bac~ up with action their intentio~ of 
remaining at Willow Run, ANTSCO officials 
h_ave been authorized to negotiate with the 
University of Michigan, owner of ' the vast 
airport, for an _ extension and/or renewal of 
the current lease, which expires in 1962. 

Airlines who concurred in the final deci
sion to remain at Willow Run include Capi
tal, Delta, Eastern. Northwest, Trans World, 
and United. Tl).e seventh, North Central 
Airlines, is not a member of ANT$CO, but 
intends to stay. An eighth operator, Slick 
Air Freight, moved early last year from 
Wayne Major. 

Mr. MEADER. After the airlines said 
that they were not going to move-this · 
has happened. There have been three 
attacks in- an attempt to force the air
lines to move. I have here a letter dated 
February 14, ·1956, from the Department 
of the Navy addressed to Mr. Floyd 
Wakefield, the University of Michigan 
Airport supervisor at Willow Run, in 
which the Navy says: "We need .so much 
space-please give it to us." 

The university has not yet replied to 
that letter, but I do not know how they 
could make any other reply than to say, 
"Well, we are sorry, but there just is no
where to go. The space is occupied;" 
whicll it is. 
· Mr. Speaker, I would like at this point 

in my remarks to incorporate the letter 
from the Navy Department to the Uni
versity of Michigan. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ·ordered. 

There was no objection. 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY, 

OFFICE QF THE CHIEF OP 
NAVAL OPERATIONS, 

Washington 25, D. C., February 9, 1956. 
Mr. FLOYD G. WAKEFIELD, 

University of Michigan Airport 
Supervisor, Willow Run Airport, 

Ypsilanti, Mich. 
DEAR MR. WAKEFIELD: I am writing in re

gards to the recent Airport Use Panel public 
hearing held in the city of Detroit and that 
panel's recommendation of November 4, 1955, 
that the Naval Air Station, Grosse Ile, Mich., 
be relocated and established on the Willow 
Run Airport. ; 

'It is the desire of the Navy Department to 
comply with the above recommendation -as 
soon as possible in that the Naval Air Sta
tton, Grosse Ile, is no longer adequate to 
support the newer type aircraft planned for . 
that station. Feasibility studies have 
proven that the cost of expanding the Grosse 
Ile runway system would be prohibitive as 
well as re'luiring excessive fill in the Detroit 
River. For these and other reasons, no fur
ther consideration is being given to the ex
pansion of this facility. 

The purpose of this letter is to set forth 
the anticipated Navy requirements for the 
relocation of the Naval Air Station on the 
Willow Run Airport and to ·request an esti
mated date and extent of available facilities 
upon which this Department can plan, and 
program for, this recommended move. The 
anticipated Navy requirements for the Wil
low Run Airport are as follows: 

1. Land area-approximately 80 acres. 
2. Aircraft parking apron-90;000 square 

yards. 
3. Aircraft hangar: Hangar area, ·50,000 

square feet; Leanto area, 60,000 square feet. 
4. Ground training building, 30,000 square 

feet. . 
· 5. Aviation fuel storage, 10,000 barrels. 
6. Supply offices and warehouse s~orage 

facilities, 50;000 square feet. 
7. Public Works and automotive mainte-

nance facilities, 20,000 square feet. . 
8. Ordnance storage facilities, three maga

zines. 
9. Personnel and welfare facilities to be 

constructed. 
It is anticipated that Navy aircraft, ap

proximately 60 in number, of which 37 will 
be jet type, will average 32,000 operations 
per year. 

Your early attention and cooperation in 
this matter will .be greatly appreciated. 

Sincerely yours, 
E. A. HANNEGAN, 

Captain, United States Na'l{y 
(By direction). 

Mr. MEADER. Meanwhile, almost on 
the same day, February 13, 1956, the 
secretary of the Airport Use Panel, this 
kangaroo court that I have been talking 
about, wrote a letter to the Un~versity 
of Michigan which is really a master
piece of Federal bureaucratic arrogance 
and impertinence. . 

They wanted to know why the Uni
versity of Michi_gan had not answered a 
letter which, I understand, the univer
sity never received. They wanted to 
know when the University of Michigan 
was going to start obeying the orders of 
the Airport Use Panel. If it binds any
body, it binds the executive branch of 
the Government, but it does not ·have 
any. authority over the State of Michigan 
or any agency of the State of Michigan. 

They had the impertinence and au
dacity to tell the University of Mlchigan, 
and the regents of that university, that 
they should not renew any lease with the 
airlines. I would say they are way out 

of bounds. It is an ultra vires act and 
should be ignored. 

I think the university is drafting a 
reply to that letter. 

I would like to incorporate the Airport 
Use Panel letter of February 13, 1956, at 
this point. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
<The letter is as follows:) 

AIR COORDINATING COMMI'ITEE, 
Washington, D. C., February 13, 1956. 

Dr. HARLAN HATCHER, 
President, University of Michipan, 

Ann Arbor, Mich. 
· My DEAR DR. HATCHER: Early in November 

1955, you were furnislled a copy of the air
port use panel's report dated November 4, 
1955, concerning the most feasible civil 
military utilization of the airports, existing 
and proposed in the Detroit, Mich., area. 
That report recommends, among other 
things, (1) that the scheduled, air carriers 
now using the Willow Run Airport transfer 
their operations to the Detroit-Wayne Major 
Airport as soon as adequate facilities can 
be made available to serve their needs, and 

· (2) ' that one Air Force Reserve fighter 
squadron, the Air National Guard squadrons 
now stationed at the Detroit-Wayne Major 
Airport, and the Naval and Marine activi
ties presently located at Naval Air Station 
Grosse Ile be transferred to the Willow Run 
Airport. While these recommendations ob
viously are of vital concern to the University 
of Michigan as owner of the Willow Run 
Airport, the panel, thus far., has received no 
ofilcial indication of the university's posi
tion with respect to the woposed· changes 
in the use to be made of that airport. 

In approving this· report, the Depart
ments of the Federal Government compris- · 
ing the airport use plan, i;ndividually and 
collectively, committed tl~e:qiselves to im
plement the, reco:µimendations contained 
therein. Since the issuance of this report, 
each of the member agencies primarily con
cerned has further indicated its full inten
tion to proceed with implementation of 
these recommendations as expeditiously as 
possible. In this connection, it is under
stood that both the Air Force and Navy De
partments have already been in touch with 
the university with a view to negotiating 
agreements for transfer to .the Willow Run 
Airport of the military operations noted 
above. 

It is also pointed out that since the issu- · 
ance of the panel's report, the panel has 
been officially advised by the mayor of the 
city of Detroit, the chairman of the Board 
of Wayne County Supervisors, and the di
rector of aeronautics for the State of Mich
igan, acting on behalf of the Goyernor, that 
the agencies of government they repre~e~t 
also intend to cooperate with tl~e Federal 
Government 'to the fullest extent consistent 
with th'eir statutory authority, ln the im
plementation of the panel's recommenda
tions. 

As the owner of the Willow Run Airport it 
1s recognized that the regents of the Univer
sity of Michigan are in a position to consid
erably facilitate the changes in civil and mil
itary use of the airport contemplated by the 
airport use panel. Accordingly the panel 
has directed me to request, on behalf of all 
its member agencies, the cooperation of the 
regents of the university toward that end. 

In this connection it has come to our at
ten tion that some of the airlines now operat
ing at t:Qe Wlllow Run Airport are reluctant 
to transfer their operations to the Detroit
Wayne Major Airport, as recommended by 
the panel, and that the Airlines National 
Terminal Service Co., Inc., acting on their 
,behalf, h~s proposed to the university a long-

term extension of the agreement under which 
it operates and maintains the Willow Run 
Airport. Inasmuch as any extension of the 
ANTSCO agreement might make it more dif
ficult to implement the recommendations of 
the panel than would otherwise be the case, 
it is the panel's -hope that the university will 
not concur in any such amendment. 

In view of the fact that the action to be 
taken by the Federal Government and the 
several other interested agencies will depend, 
in large measure, on the position to be taken 
by the regents of the university, the panel 
has directed me to request an ofilcial state
men~ of the intent of the university in this 
regard. 

Your cooperation in this matter will be 
greatly appreciated by all of the agencies of 
the Federal Government concerned. 

· Very truly yours, 
JOSEPH W. JOHNSON, 

Se.,cretary, Airport Use Panel. 
(Copies to mayor of Detroit, Mich.· Gover

nor of the State o:f Michigan; · chairman, 
Wayne County Board of Supervisors.) 

Mr. MEADER. In addition to that, 
one of the recommendations of the Air
part Use Panel was that there be a 
Detroit Aviatio:Q. Authority, so Mr. Smith 
set up a Detroit Aviation Authority 
which they wanted to make a 9-member 
board. They are willing to have the 
University of Michigan be represented 
by 1 member. That member could be 
outvoted 8 to 1. They would like to have 
the University of Michigan turn over the 
airport to this Detroit Aviation Author
ity. · That is very much like, "Will you 
please come into my parlor, said the 
spider to the ·fly.'' 

The University of Michigan uidicated 
that they had obligations under their 
lease with ,the Airlines Terminal Service 
Co., and although they sent a represent
ative to'qne of the organization meetings,· 
that did not mean that they were com
mitting themselves to the Detroit Avia
tion Authority. 

Mr. Speaker, what does all this mean 
in terms of the future of aviation in the 
United States? We all know how im
portant aviation · has become, but I 
would like to read two paragraphs from 
the report on aviation facilities of a 
study group appainted by the Bureau 
of the Budget. It is popularly known 
as the Harding report and is entitled 
"Aviatfon Facilities.'' It is dated De
cember 31, 1955. 

On page 22 I read as follows: 
· Since 1948, total United States flying hours 

have 'more than doubled, and the air car.:. 
riers have · boosted their passenger-miles 
from about six to almost twenty · billion. 
Military operations have increased and so 
have those in "the category of general avia:. 
tion: Controlled tratfic is now about equally 
divided between civil and military. , 
· At the beginning of this period, both in

dustry and Government were predicting air
line traffic of only between nine and eleven 
and one-half billion passenger-miles by 1955. 
In 1951, the CAA revised its figures and pre
dicted that airline passenger-miles would 
reach 20 billion in 1960. That traffic volume 
wm be attained this year-5 years ahead of 
schedule. This, then, ~s the first major fac
tor having an impact on the problem: Avia
tion's rate of growth and the load it will 
put on our facilities are constantly being 
underestimated in future -planning. 

But to handle this fantastic growth of 
air traffic; to build a sound policy for its 
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continued ·healthy development the re• -
port has this to say on page 30: 

In summary, then, the present responsi- · 
bility for aviation · fac111ties development. · 
within the Government, is distributed some- . 
what as follows: 

The ·Civil Aeronautics Adm1nlstratlon has 
the_ responslbillty for operating the airways. 

The mllitary' services fiy under Civil Aero- . 
nauties Admlnlstratlon's control but must, 
of necessity, provide certain traffic-control · 
and air-navigation services to meet their · 
own requirements, if the Ci"Vll Aeronautics 
Administration ls unable to meet them. 

The Air Coordinating Committee has the 
resp~~slbillty for _coord~nati_ng broad ·a.via- : 
tion pollcles. -

.._The Air Navigation Development Board ls ' 
responsible for coordinating aviation facil- · 
1ties development programs. 

The Radio Technical commission for Aero
nautics ls a Government industry advisory 
organization with no continuing ofilGial 
Government· status which serves upon re
quest. 

There are now over 75 committees, sub
committees, and specfaf working groups ad
dressing themselves to aviation-facllities 
matters. The existence of so many groups 
is not, in itself, an evil, but it is increas
ingly apparent that the process of coor
dination is becoming more and more time 
consuming, and that preoccupation with cur
rent issues tends to obscure forward vision. 

Mr. Speaker, however well prepared. 
that report is, I want to call the ·atten
tion of the House to one surprising state
ment contained on page 2. The state
ment answers the following question: 

Shotlld a study of long-range needs for 
aviation facilities and aids be undertaken? 

• • • it is our considered opinion that 
there is still no top-level systems study and 
master plan which would provide the execu
tive branch and affected agencies of the 
GovE!rnment with a firm basis · upon which 
to build a comprehensive legislative and 
fiscal program for aviation-faclllties devel
opment. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask a · question in re- · 
turn: What about the Congress? I have 
long sought better and more adequately · 
paid professional staff's for committees, 
to enable them intelligently to discharge 
congressional · responsibility as the Pol
icymaking branch of Government, the 
proper branch to formulate aviation Pol
icy for this country. 

It is not the role or the executive to 
make policy; -it- is not- the role of 5ome 
high-powered so-called ·expert$ to ad- · 
vise the executive how-to make aviatfon 
policy; it is not for the executive to 
write legislation, as the Harding report· 
implies. 

It is for us in.Congress to do that job. 
It is my hope that the inquiry of the 
Legal and Monetary Affairs Subcommit
tee will provide a fund of factual inf or· 
mation which will enable the appropri
ate legislative committees and the Con
gress to discharge its constitutional 
function in -determining policy in the 
field of aviation. It is my hope that the 
committee's- inquiry will also disclose 
the extent to which military thinking is 
infiuencing national aviation develop-
ment. . 
· As a result of the Harding report the 
President has appointed Edward P. Cur· 
tis as special assistant for aviation facili· 
ties. An interesting sketch on Mr. Cur
tis and his responsibilities appeared in 
a recent issue of a newsletter published 
by the magazine American Aviation, 

which I incorporate· at~th:i& point -in my The SPEAKER. I'S there objection to 
remarks: I . the request-of the gentleman from New 
CJJRTIS TAPPED TO Rtm ATIATioN FACILITIES York? · 

STUD1!' i :: There -was no objection. 
;,Edward P. Curtis. newly appointed spe~ial Mr. KEATING. Mr. Speaker. just a 

Presidential assistant for aviation facilities, · year ago I introduced a bill, sponsored 
told American Aviation this week he wi!l · jointly by our colleague the gentleman 
take over- the job with . "no preconceived fr.om Massachusetts : [Mr. LANE] in this 
ideas." The 59-year old vice president of - House and by Senators KEFAUVER and · 
Eastman Kodak Co., and a longtime personal 
friend of the President, views the appoint- WATKINS in the other body, which pro- · 
ment as a full-tfine assignment. He sa1d he poses an important modification in Fed
expects to work with an informally-run ad- eral criminal appeal procedures. It _ 
visory board and a "very small staff." · would permit any person who has been 

Curtis, executive assistant to Gen. "Tooey" sentenced in ..a .Federal district court to -
Spaatz, .the Chief -0f Staff of the Strategic - appeal to the proper court of appeals ~ 
Air Force in World war II, will start to work solely on the question of the propriety of 
on a long-range-plan for easing the ·conges- the sentence .. This review Js_ not now ; 
tion in the Nation's· airways on March 1. · 

-His appointment is a followup to the Hard- · available in the Federal courts, although 
trig report to the Budget Bureau which rec- comparable provisions have long been · 
ommended the study o.f a 20-year master . observed in the laws of my State of New 
plan for airways and traffic control. York. Pennsylvania. Massachusetts, 

~THREEFOLD aESPoNsIBILITY Ohio, and several others. 
In a letter to Curtis, President Eisenhower It is a highly desirable curb on the ar

said responsibilities of the new post included: - bitrary discretion .of the sentencing 
1. Direction and coordination of a long- judge, not likely to be used except in 

range study of aviation facilities require- most unusual cases, but insuring against 
ments. any miscarriage of justice by its mere 

2. Development of a comprehensive plan existence. The proposal has been spon
for meeting in the most effective and 
economical manner the needs revealed by sored in the past by several attorneys 
the study. general. Current interest in it extends 

3. Formation of legislative, organization, from addresses on the subject by our . 
administrative and budgetary recommenda- present distinguished Solicitor General, 
tions to implement the plan. Judge Simon Sobe1off. 

Eisenhower's concern with increasing I am pleased to report that in the 
civilian and military air traffic and .the com- course of its midwinter meeting in Chi
plications likely to be created when com-
mercial jets take to the air lanes was re- cago this week the American Bar Asso
vealed in his lett~r to the new aviation aide. ciation, acting through its board of gov-

"! am taking this action," he wrote, "be- ernors and house of delegates, has en
cause the rapid technical advances in avia- dorsed this proposal, pending in this 
tion and the remarkable growth in the use House as H. R. 4930, and has recom
of air transportation have confronted the mended its enactment by the congress. 
Nation with serious aviation facilities prob- I hope this endorsement will be instru
lems. 

"Modern aircraft can be operated in the mental in· hastening favorable action on · 
numbers required by the National defense the bill. It would represent an important 
and the civilian economy only if atrp.orts, improvement in the administration of · 
navigation aids, air traffic control devices and jU.Stice at the Federal level. 
communications systems are suitable for 
their needs." 
. "To delay the formulation of the plan is 

to invite further congestion of air space," 
the letter continued, "needless hazard, 
economic loss, inconvenience to users, and·· 
possible impairment of the National se·-
curity." -
. The Departments of Defense and Commerce 

have been instructed to cooperate fully with_ 
Curtis. They will probably turn over facts 
and information they have collected in con
nection with · air tramc facilities and name 
a top omcial to work with him. 
· Curtis joined Eastman Kodak in 1921 and 

became vice president in ~945. He was an 
Army pilot in World War I. In the Second 
World War, he attained the rank of major 
general, serving as executive assistant to . 
General "Tooey" Spaatz. He owned a pri- . 
vate pilot's li<~ense some yeargs ago, but CAA 
records show it expired in 1933. · . , 

He is a director of the Air Force Assoe1a-
t1on and a member of the Wings Club. 

· Mr. Speaker, it is my -hope that the 
committee will meet promptly and act 
favorably on my request for a penetrat-· 
ing investigation of the Federal airport 
aid program. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman from Michigan
has expired. • 
FEDEIML CRIMINAL · PRoCEDURE 

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Spea'ket, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re
marks at this point in the RECORD. 

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED 
By tmanimous consent, permission to 

address the House, following the legis
lative program and any special orders 
hereto! ore entered, . was _granted to: 

Mr. Tm4ULTY, for 15 minutes on Feb
ruary 27. 

Mr. O'NEILL, for 30 minutes today. 
· Mr. HOLIFIELD, for 1 hour on Tuesday. 

February 28. 
Mr: SIKES, for 20 minutes on Thurs

day next. 
Mr. MEADER, for 30 minutes today. 
Mr. CANFIELD, for 10 minutes on Mon

day, February 27. 
Mr. MEADER, for 30 m;nutes on Mon-· 

day, February 27. - -
Mr. Dom of South Carolina, for 1 hour 

on Thursday, March 1. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
By unanimous consent, permission to 

extend remarks in , the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD, or to reVise and extend remarks, 
was granted to: 
· Mr. O'NEILL and to include newspaper 
articles. 

Mr. ENGLE and to include extraneous 
matter. 

Mr. SELDEN and include an address by 
the gentleman - fr.om - Alabama [Mr. 
ROBERTS], 
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Mr. ROOSEVELT ·(at the request of Mr. 

TUMULTY) ·and to ·include extraneous 
tnatter. 

Mr. Hn.LINGS (at the request of Mr. 
ARENDS) and to includ~ ex~raneous 
matter. 

Mr. McGREGOR (at the request of Mr. 
ARENDS) in two instances and to include 
extraneous matter. 

Mr. ANFUso <at the request of Mr: 
ALBERT) and to include extraneous mat
ter. 
· Mr. THOMPSON of New Jersey Cat the 
request of Mr. ALBERT) in two instances 
and-"to include extraneous matter. 

Mr. HINSHAW and to include a humor
ous glossary of terms used to keep the 
wheels turning in Government and in
dustry and to have them printed in 
separate form as · it appears·. in the dic
tionary. 

Mr. TOLLEFSON and to include extra
neous matter. 

Mr. LIPSCOMB and to include an article. 
Mr. UTT in two instances and to in

clude extraneous · matter. 
Mr. BAss of.New Hampshire . <at -the 

request of 1\-lr. MEADER) and include a 
speech-by-Hon. CLIFFORD G. MclNTmE. 

Mr. Wm-NALL (at the request of Mr: 
MEADERJ . . . . - . 

Mr. McCORMACK Cat the request of Mr. 
ALBERT) and-include two letters. 

Mr. COOLEY (at the request of Mr. AL
BERT) and include a speech delivered by 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. POAGE] 
before the -national meeting- of the Na
tional Rural Electric Cooperative Asso
ciations. 
: Mr. KEATING. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 
Mr. BURLESON, from the Committee 

on House Administration, reported that 
that committee had examined ·and found 
truly enrolled bills of the Hotise of the 
following titles, which were thereupon 
signed by the Speaker: 
· H. R. 1887.-An act for the relief of Dr. 
Tsi Au Li (Tsi Gziou Li), Ru Ping Li, Teh Yu 
Li (a minor) ; and Teh Chu Li (a minor); 

H. R. 2430. An act to release certain re
!!tt"ictions on. certain real property her·eto.,. 
fore granted to the city of Char-leston, s. C., 
by the United States of Amer-lea; and 

H. R. 8101. .An act to authorize the Secre
tary of the Army to give 25 Woild War Ii 
paintings to the Government of. New Zea.land: 

. -
ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. ALBERT; Mr. Speaker, I move 
~hat t.qe House do now adjourn. 
. The motion was agr.eed to;_ accord
ingly-~at 3·o'clock and 34 minutes p. m.), 
under its previous order, the House ·ad
journed until Monday, February 27, 1956, 
at 12 o'clock noon. 

OATH OF OFFICE, MEMBERS· AND 
DELEGATES 

- The ·oath of office required by the 
sixtl:i article of the Constitution of the 
United States, and as provided by: sec
tion 2 of the act of May 13, 1884 (23 
Stat. 22), to be administered to Mem
bers and Delegates of the House of 
Representatives, the text of which is 
carried in section 1757 of title XIX of 

the Revised Stafutes of the United 
States and being as follows: · 

I, AB, 'do solemnly swear (or affirm) that 
I will support and defend the Constitution 
of the United States against all enemies, 
foreign and domestic; that I will bear true 
faith and allegiance . to the same; · that I 
take this obligation freely, without any 
mental reservation or purpose of evasion, 
and that I will well and faithfully discharge 
the duties of the office on which I am a.bout 
to enter, So help me God. 

has been subscribed to in person and 
filed in duplicate with the Clerk of the 
House of Representatives by the follow
ing Members of -the 84th Congress, pur
suant to Public Law 412 of the 80th 
Congress, entitled "An act to amend 
section 30 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United ·states" <U.S. C., title 2, sec. 25), 
approved February -18, 1948. 

JOHN D. DINGELL, 
15th District, Michigan. 
JAMES C. HEALEY, 
22d District, New York. 

ELMER J. HOLLAND, 
30th Dist!~ct. Pennsylvania. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC; 
·. Under cl~use 2· of -rule XX1V': executive 
conu;nunications were taken from the 
Speaker's table and ref erred as follows: 

1568. A letter from the Secretary of the 
Army, t:r;ansmitting a letter from the Chief 
of Engineers, Depart~ent of the Army; dated 
May 20, 1955, submitting an interim report, 
together with acoompanying papers and an 
illustration on Beaver Slough at Clinton, 
Iowa. This interim report is submitted 
under the authority for a review -of reports. 
on the Mississippi River between the mouth 
·~f the Misso,uri River and Minneapolis, Minn., 
requested by a resolution of the Committee 
on Public Works,- House of Representatives, 
adopted on April 22; 1947 (H. E>Oc. No. -345); 
to the Committee- on Public Works and 
ordered to be printed with one illustration; ' 

1569. A: letter ·from the Secretary of the 
Army, transmitting a letter- from the Chief 
of Engineers, Department of the Army, dated 
April 11, 1955, submitting a report, together 
with accompanying papers and illustrations~ 
on a review of reports on Saginaw ·River, 
Mich., with a view to determining the feasi
bility of improving Saginaw River or its 
tributaries for flood control> and -other- pur
poses at this time,.requested by a resolutiofi 
of the committee on Flood Control. House of 
Representatives, adopted April 19. 1946 (H; 
Doc. No. 346); to the Committee on Public 
Works and qrdered to be pril!ted with 25 
illustrations. 

1570. A letter from the Secretary of the 
Army, transmitting a letter from the Chief 
of Engineers, United States Army, dated 
September 2-3, -1954, submitting a re-port, 
together with accompanying papers and 
illustrations, on preliminazy examinations 
and surveys of Bayou Chevreuil, La., made 
pursuant to several congressional authoriza
tions listed in the report (H. Doc. No. 347): 
to the Committee on Public Works and 
ordered to be printed with 2 illustrations. 

1571. A letter from the Secretary of the 
Army, transmitting a letter from the· Chief 
of Engineers, Department of the Army, dated 
November 22, 1955, submitting a report, to
gether with accompanying papers and illus
trations,: on a beach erosion · control -study 
of the Lake Michigan shore of Manitowoc 
County from Two Rivers to Manitowoc, Wis., 
prepared under the provisions of section 2 of 
the River and Harbor Act approved on July 
3, 1930, as amended and supplemented (H. 
Doc. No. 348); to the Committee on Public 
Works and ordered to be printed with four 
mustrations. - · 

· 1572. A letter from the Secretary of the 
Army, -transmitting a letter from the Chie~ 
of Engineers, Department of the-Army, dated 
October 5, 1955, submitting a report, to
gether with accompanying papers and an 
illustration on a review of reports on Boston 
Harbor, Mass., with a view to deepening the 
reserved channel to 35 feet and also with a. 
view to increasing the width of channel for 
which the Federal Government is responsible. 
This investigation was requested by a resolu
tion of the Committee on Public Works, 
House of Representatives, adopted April 21, 
1953 (H~ Doc. No. 349); to the Committee on 
Public Works and ordered to be printed with 
one illustration. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUB
LIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. COOLEY: Committee on Agriculture. 
S. 2884. _ An act to amend the wheat market
jng 'quota provisions of the Agricultural Ad
justment- Act of 1938, as amended; without 
amendment (Rep~; No. 1807) . . Referred to 
t;he Committee of the Whole House on ·the 
State of the Union. · 

Mr. HAYS of Qhio: Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. House Joint Resolution 501. Joint 
resolution to authorize participation by -the 
1Jnited States in parliamentary conferences 
of the North AtlantiC Treaty Organization; 
with amendment (Rept. No. 1808). Re.
ferreq to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the State of the Union. 

Mr. LANE: Committee on the Judicia.i:y~ 
H. R. 7763. A bill to amend the Japanese
American Evacuation Claims Act of 1948, as 
~mended, to expedite the final determination 
of the claims, and for other purposes; with 
amendments (Rept. No. 1809).. Referred to 
the Commit_tee of .th.e Whole House on the 
State of :the Union. 
· Mr. COOLEY: Committee on Agriculture. 
H. R. 8750. A bill to a.mend the Watershed 
Protection and Flood Pr~evention Act; with 
amendm.en.ts .(Rept. No. 1810). Referred to 
the Committee of the -.Whole House on the 
State of the Union. · 

-PUBLIC,_ BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
. Under clause 4 of rule XXII, public 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
~everally referred a8 follo.ws: · 

By Mr. KNOX: 
H. R. 9498. A bill to amend the Federal• 

Aid Highway Act of 1944: to provide for an 
addition to the National System of Inter• 
state Highways; to the committee on Public 
Works. · 

By Mr. BENNETT of Michigan: 
H. R. 9499. A bill to amend ·the Federal

:Aid Highway Act of 194.4 ·to provide for an 
addition -to the National System of Inter

·state Highways; to-the' Committee on Public 
Works. . . 

By Mr. BROOKS Of Louisiana: 
· H. R. 9500. A bill- to amend- fUrther and 
make permanent the Missing Persons Act, as 
amended; to the Committee on Armed Serv
ices. 

B.y Mr. BENNETr of Michigan: 
- ·H. R : 9501. A bill to amend the Railroad 
Retirement Act. of 1937 to provide increases 
in benefits, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com~ 
merce. · -

By Mr. BLATNIK: -
H. R. 9502. -A bill to amend and strengthen 

the Water Pollution Control Act; to the Com
mittee on Public Works. 

By Mr. CRAMER: 
H. ~. 9503. A bill to amend the Internal 

Revenue Code to provide that annuities 
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received under the Civil Service Retirement 
Act shall be exempt from income tax; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DAWSON of Illinois: 
H. R. 9504. A bill to authorize the trans• 

fer to the fund for the payment of Govern
ment losses in shipment of certain amounts 
representing unclaimed p~yments on United 
States savings bonds; to the Committee on 
Government Operations. 

By Mr. DAWSON of Utah: 
H. R. 9505. A bill to recognize and con

firm the authority of arid and semiarid 
States relating to the control, appropriation, 
use, or distribution of water within their 
geographic boundaries, and for other pur
poses; to the Committee on Interior and In
sular Affairs. 

By Mr. FERN6S-ISERN: 
H. R. 9506. A bill to provide for the con

veyance of La Pu~1tilla Military Reservation, 
San Juan, P. R., to the Commonwealth of 
Puerto Rico; to the Comxhittee on Armed 
Services. 

By Mr. EAYWORTH: 
H. R. 9507. A bill to amend the Railroad 

'Retirement Act of 1937 to provide increases 
in benefits, and for . other purposes;. to the 
committee on Interstate and Foreign Com
merce. 

By Mr. HESELTON: 
H. R. 9508. A bill to reduce the percentage 

depletion for oil and gas wells; to the Com
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HYDE: 
H. R. 9509. A bill to amend the Agricul

ture Act of 1949 and the act of June 28, 
1937, in order to authorize disposal of sur
plus farm commodities, and products thereof, 
to Federal, State, and local penal and cor
rectional institutions; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. · . · 

By Mr. MURRAY of Tennessee (by 
request): . 

H. R. 9510. A bill to aut)lorize the training 
o~ Federal employees at public or private 
facilities, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee .on Post Office and_ Civil Service. 

By Mrs. PFOST (by request): 
H. R. 9511. A bill to authorize the qounty 

of ouster, State of Montana, to convey cer
tain lands to the United States; .to the Com
mittee on Interior and Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. SIKES: 
H. R. 9512. A bill to amend the Cooperative 

Forest Management Act; to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. TEAGUE of Texas (by request): 
H. R. 9513. · A bill to amend Public Law 

484, 73d Congress, to provide that in deter
mining eligibility for pension thereunder of 
widows and children of veterans of World 
War I, World War II, or of the Korean con
flict, commercial insurance on the life of the 
deceased veteran shall be excluded from in
come to the extent that such insurance is 
used to pay the expenses of burial of the, 
veteran; to the ·committee on Veterans' 
Affairs. · 

. By Mr. THOMPSON of New Jersey: · 
H. R. 9514. A bill to establish corporate in

come-tax rates of 22 percent normal tax and 
31 p.ercent surtax; to tne 'committee on Ways 
and Means. - . -

H. R. 9515. A bill to amend the laws pro
viding for life insurance for veterans, to per
mit insured veterans to divest themselves 
of all incidents of ownership o:ver their poli
cies so that such im urance will not be in
cluded in their gross estate for Federal 
estate-tax purposes; to the Committee on 
Veterans' Affairs. 

H. R. 9516. A bill to provide for the es
tablishment of a Commission on National 
Housing Policy; to the Committee on Bank
ing and Currency. 

H. R. (517. A bill to amend certain laws 
relating to the provision of housing and 
the elimination of slums, to establish a 
National Mortgage Corporation to assist in 
the provision of housing for families of mod
eraw income, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: 
H. R. 9518. A bill to amend section 8 of 

the Civil Service Retirement Act of May 
29, 1930, to provide increases in annuity for 
persons who have attained age 75 or above: 
to the Committee on Post Office and Civil 
Service. · 

H. R. 9519. A blll to provide for adjust
ments in the lands or interests therein ac
quired for certain reservoir projects located 
in the State of Texas, by the reconveyance 
of certain lands or interests therein to the 
former owners thereof; to the Committee 
on Public Work.s. 

By Mr. YOUNG: 
H. R. 9520. A bill to provide that public 

lands of the United States shall not be 
withdrawn or reserved for defense purposes 
except by act of Congress; to the Committee 
on Interior and Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. ZELENKO: 
H. R. 9521. A bill to amend the Internal 

Revenue Code of 1954 to provide a partial 
tax credit for certain payments made to a 
public or private educational institution 
of higher education; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JENSEN: 
H. R. 9522. A bill to raise revenue, assist 

the American farmer by providing for the 
use of motor fuels of alcohol manufactured 
from agricultural products grown upon the 
farm in the United States, to utilize grains 
in surplus, to balance consumption with 
production of certain agricultural products; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KELLEY of Pennsylvania: 
H. R. 9523. A bill granting the consent and 

approval of Congress to the Middle Atlantic 
interstate forest fire protection compact; 
to the Committee qn Agriculture. 

By Mr. McDOWELL: 
. H. R. 9524. A bill granting the consent 
and approval of Congress to the Middle 
Atlantic Interstate Forest Fire . Protection 
Compact; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SCHWENGEL: 
H. R. 9525. A bill to readjust size and 

weight limits on fourth-class (parcel post) 
mail matter at the post office at Muscatine, · 
Iowa; to the Committee on Post Office and 
Civil Service. 

. By Mr. RHODES of Arizona: 
H.J. Res. 556. Joint resolution expressing 

the sense of the Congress with respect to a 
sound national minerals poUcy, and directing 
the Secretary of the Interior to take certain 
action in furtherance of such policy; to the 
Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. McDOWELL: 
H.J. Res. 557. Joint resolution to establish 

a joint congressional comm·ittee to be known 
as the Joint Committee on United States 
International Exchange of Persons Programs; 
to the Committee on Rules. 

MEMORIALS 
Under clause 4 of rule XXII, memorials 

were presented and referred as follows: 
By the SPEAKER: Memorial of the Legis

lature of the State of Kentucky, memorial
izing the President and the Congress of the 
United States to restore tobacco acreage al
lotments to their 1955 level; to the Commit
tee on Agriculture. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private 
bills and resolutions were introduced 
and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADDONIZIO: 
H. R. 9526. A bill for the relief of Gerardo 

Marla Ciccone; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. ANFUSO: 
H. R. 9527. A bill for the relief of Miss 

Pnina Shlapak; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. BUCKLEY: 
H. R. 9528. A bill for the relief of Spyridon 

Tzouris; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. HAGEN: 

H. R. 9529. A bill for the relief of Arcadio 
Navarro-Savala; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOLIFIELD: 
H. R. 9530. A bill for the relief of Mrs. Rosa. 

Ayala de Ortiz; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: 
H. R. 9531. A bill for the relief of Nashat 

Saadi Zabalaoui; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILSON of Indiana: 
H. R. 9532. A bill for the relief of Pak Un 

Ha; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. YOUNG: 

H. R. 9533. A bill for the relief of Monica 
Zatica; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURDICK: 
H. Res. 406. Resolution providing that the 

b111, H. R. 7176, and all accompanying papers 
shall be ref~rred to the United States Court 
of Claims; to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions 
and papers were laid on the Clerk's desk 
and ref erred as follows: 

564. By Mr. O'HARA of Minnesota.: Peti
tion of Mr. and Mrs. W. E. Hertel, of Blue 
Earth, Minn., and 121 other signers, pro
testing the advertising of alcoholic bev
erages over radio, television, newspapers, and 
magazines; to the -Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

565. By Mr. SHORT: Petition of the Town
send plan for National Insurance State Of
fice, signed by many citizens of Jasper Coun
ty, Mo., urging me to lend my best efforts 
to having the Townsend plan as defined in 
H. R. 4471 adopted as an amendment to 
the Social Security Act in place of the pres
ent programs of old-age and survivors in
surance · and old-age assistance; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

566. By Mr. TAYLOR: Petition, as fol
lows: . We, the undersigned, respectfully 
petition you to exercise the proper discretion 
vested in you by passing legislation to pro
hibit the transportation of alcoholic bev
erage advertising in interstate commerce, 
and its broadcasting over the air, a practice 
which nullifies the rights of the States 
under the 21st amendment to control the 
sale of such beverages. At a time when 1 
out of 10 drinkers ls becoming an alcoholic 
there should be no encouragement to in
crease the use of such beverages. Chtldren 
and youth are being misled to consider them 
harmless, especially by the powerful audio 
and visual suggestions of radio and television, 
signed by Mrs. Isabelle F. Wilson and other 
citizens of Mooers, N. Y.; to the Commit
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce . 

567_. By the SPEAKER: Petition qf the 
grand" knight, Knights of . Columbus, Corpus 
Christi Council, No. 2502, Mineola, N. Y., 
petitioning consideration of their resolu
tion with reference to expressing their sup.:. 
port of the principles of the proposed 
Bricker amendment to our Federal Consti
tution; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

568. Also, petition of the grand knight, 
Knights of Columbus, Joan of Arc Council, 
No. 1992, Port Jefferson, Long Island, N. Y., 
petitioning consideration of their resolution 
with reference to expressing their support of 
the principles of the proposed Bricker amend
ment to our Federal Constitution; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

569. By Mr. McGREGOR: Petition of Mr. 
Albert J. Troyer, of Millersburg, and sundry 
other signers, requesting repeal of a portion 
of Public Law 761 and any other social-secu
rity laws which contain compulsion for farm
ers, and so forth; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 
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E'X"TENSIONS - OF REMARKS 

The Colorado River Storage Project 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. JAMES. B. UTT· 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, February 23, 1956 

Mr. UTT. Mr. Speaker, .. J am today 
extending in the RECORD as._ a part of my 
remarks a list · of the 34 participating 
projects which are a part of the Colorado 
~iver .storage project. I ·am including 
the construction cost of the· projects, the 
total area in acres each of -the projects 
would serie, the irrigation allocation per 
acre,-and the percentage of the irrigation 
allocation which would be repaid by the 
irrigators. 

Mr. Speaker, not one single irrigation 
project in all of the 34 participat~g proj
ects is financially sound. 

If we consider the original 11 approved 
by the President and Secretary McKay, 
the c·ost for area served on the individual 
projects ranges from $200 to $800 per 
acre for construction alone. The water 
users can rep~y a weighted average of 
17.5 percent. This average is that low 
because the· largest of all the· pr.ojects-; 
central Utah, is the least feasible. 

How.ever, Mr. Speaker, these :figures of 
cost per acre fail to represent a true 
measure of cost, because nearly two
thirds of the acres to be served are 
already 1n prod.uction and would receive 

only a supplemental water supply. In 
most cases this additional supply would 
be only a few inches in depth per annum, 
and thus only a small fraction of the 
amount of water necessary to put arid 
land into full production. 

The real cost of putting enough water 
on an acre of land .in this arid to semi
arid r.egion would on the centrai Utah 
project be over $2,600 an acre. 

It must be remembered that in these 
:figures I am considering only construc
tion costs. I am not considering inter
est charges on the Government's invest
ment. 
. Nor do the figures .I- am presenting in
clude another legitimate charge for irri
gation. This is the proportion of the 
cost of building the storage . reservoirs 
which should -be borne by the irrigation 
projects. · 

As many an unlueky farmer has 
learned by bitter experience, the real 
value of his land is not what he has put 
into it in money and labor, but what he 
can get out for what he produces. The 
lands proposed to be irrigated in the 
Colorado River stor.age project lie at 
altitudes from 5,000 to 7,000 feet above 
sea level. They are not in tropical or 
semi.tropical latitudes. They have a 
short growing season~ and .are generally 
capable of pr.oducing only forage crops 
and grains. 

Land in the region, fuily irrigated and 
improved, brings in the market an aver':' 
age of only about $150 an acre. 
; The list of projects follows: -

Colorado River storage -project participating .projects 

~roject 

Grand total (34 projects) _________________________ _ 

1 Weighted average. 

Project con
struction 

cost 
Total area 

served 
lrtigatio.n 
allocation 
per acre 

' . Percentage 
of irrigation 
allocation 

to be repaid 
by irrigators 

29.6 
20.6 
21.3 
31. 1 
a1: 3 
35.5 
26.3 
40. 7 
38.6 
11.9 
16.1 

117. 5 
• 20.6 

The· Consenatism of Ge.o'rge Washington 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OP 

HON. JOHN STENNIS . 
OF MISSISSIPPI 

1N THI( SENATE ·0F"I'Hi-UNITE11 ·srr-A TES 

Thursday, February 23, 1956 

Mr. STENNIS. Mr. President, last 
evening the senior Senator from Ohio 
CMr. BRICKER] delivered a very intel
ligent and informed address on the con
servatism of George Washington. The 
Senator spake in hjs. usually fine, impres
sive manner. I think. a reading of · the 
address would be of value to Members 
of the Senate, and I ask unanimous con
sent that it may be printed in the ~CORD~ 

There being no objection, the address 
was ordered to be printed in the REcoRn~ 
as follows: . 
THE CONSERVATISM OF GEORGE WASHINGTO]!if 
(Address by Hon. JOHN W. BRICKER; of Ohio, 

before the American Good Government 
Society, Washington, D. c., February 22 
1956) ~ 
I am deeply hono~ed to join with you in 

celebrating ·the birthday of .our first Presi
dent. The annual George Washington Day 
Pinner has become a splendid . tradition. in 
the Nation's Capital. These annual observ
ances of the American Good Government 
Society will, I hope, become a tradition in 
communities all over the country. 
· Of all the great men in American history 
~ashington is unique in that he is, and 
always has been, beyond responsible criti"'.' 
cism. Jefferson, Lincoln, Jackson, Calhoun-, 
.Hamilton, and Marshall, 1(0 name on.ly, a few, 
continue to be somewhat controversial~ 
Washington stancls alone, universally ac
-claimed -and 'unanimously aceepted 'as the 
Father of his Country. 

For Americans of ~11 ages it was ever so. 
Take, for example, Henry Admns, grandson 
<>f the-sixth President and great-grandson of 
the second. Even at the :tender age of 12, 
_Henry ~dams was w·bane, somewhat cynical, 
an ardent abolitionist, and completely un
.awedby the power and prestige o:f PresidentS. 
.Adams, in his famous autobiography, The 
Education·of Henry Adams, gives these im
_pressions of his first trip to Washington, 
made in 1850 at the age of 12: 

"No sort of glory hedged Presidents as 
_such, and ~n the whole country, one could 
_h~dly have- met with ' an admission of re
spect fol' any office · or name, unless it were 
George Washington. That was-to all ap
pearance sincerely-respected. People made 
pilgrimages to Mount Vernon and made even 

. an effort to build Washington a monument. 
The effort had failed, but one still went to 
Mount Vernon, although it was no easy 
trip." 

• • • • • 
"George Washington was· a primary, or 

• • • an ultimate relation, like the Pole 
Star, and amid the endless restless motion 
of every other visible ·point in space, he 
alone remained steady, in the mind • • • 
to the end." 

Then Henry Adams tells of his trip to 
Mount Vernon in a carriage and pair with 
his father, Charles Francis. On the way 
Henry was tempted to ask his abolitionist 
father how a slave state could produce such 
a man as Washmgton. He never put the 
question. He wrote in his Education · the 
following words: 

"Luckily Charles Francis Adams never 
preached and was singularly free from cant. 
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He may have had views of his own, but he 
let his son Henry satisfy himself with the 
simple elementary fact that George Wash• 
1ngton stood alone." 

Daniel Webster expressed this feeling in 
a single sentence: "Washington is in the 
clear upper sky.''. To speak about a man of 
such great and ·unquestioned stature is a 
most difficult assignment. The task is fur
ther complicated by the fact that millions of 
words have been spoken and written about 
George Washington, the most important of 
which are familiar to an audienca such as 
this. 

Tonight, I shall talk about Washington's 
conservative political philosophy. Whether 
or not Jefferson and Lincoln were liberal 
or conservative, is still a topic of lively de
bate. To the best of my knowledge, however, 
nobody has tried to pin the neoliberal label 
on Washington. Again it is indicative of 
Washington's unique place in history that 
even the most militant of modern liberals 
do not seem disturbed by Washington's con
servatism. They appear to assume that the 
conservative policies pursued by Washington 
were sound under the circumstances of time 
and place. · 

Only when we begin to apply Washington's 
conservative principles to current problems 
do we involve Washington in political de
bate. I have often thought what would 
happen if God should see fit to return Wash
ington to us for a period of 30 days. Let us 
imagine that Washington ls scheduled to 
arrive at the National Airport tomorrow in a 
celestial DC-7. 

There would, of course, be a motorcade 
from the airport to the White House along 
the route reserved for visting celebrities. 
Government offices would be .closed early. I 
suspect, however, that few Government em
ployees would use this extra time off for. 
shopping on F Street. 

In touring this vicinity, tpree places would 
give Washington particular- pleasure. First, 
ile could not fail to be deeply moved by the 
monument erected to his memory and domi
nating the skyline of the Nation's Capital. 
No man could ask for more in the way of an 
official token of gratitude. 

Washington would be more pleased, I 
think, to find that Mount Vernon had be
come a national shrine. Watching the steady 
stream of visitors to his beloved acres on the 
Potomac, Washington would know that he 
never really died; that he continues to Uve 
in the minds and hearts of the common 
people. 

Washington would derive great satisfac
tion from a visit to the Fairfax County Court
house. There he would find recorded in the 
office of the clerk his last will and testament. 
Dusty records in the clerk's office would con
vince him that we had taken seriously the 
advice in his Farewell Address: "To maintain 
all in the secure a·nd tranquil enjoyment of 
the rights of person and property." 

Shortly after his return there would be a, 
nationwide TV appearance. Then the Amer
ican people could judge with their own eyes 
whether history has been right in painting 
Washington as frigid and auste:re. I suspect 
they would see a simple dignity-a dignity 
regrettably lacking in many public officials. 
Our crackerbarrel philosopher, Charles F. 
Browne, better know:'l. as Artemus Ward, 
showed a keener insight than many histori
ans when he said: 

"The prevailin' weakness of most public 
men ls to slop over. G. Washington never 
slopt over." 

The revivified Washington could not 
wholly despair of America's future after 
meeting the leading figures in our Gov
ernment. He would find in President Eisen
hower a worthy successor. They have much 
in common-a military background, an u~
imp·eachable personal integrity, and a deep 
disgust for those who would gamble with 

the Nation's security for the sake of po· 
litical advantage. 

Washington would be very proud to find 
his beloved Virginia so ably represented in 
the senate of the United States. No man in 
public life has done more than HARRY BYRD 
to implement the conservative fiscal policies 
which Washington deemed so important. 
In his Farwell Address, Washington advised 
us to "cherish public credit" and to avoid 
"the accumulation of debt," while at the 
same time making those "timely disburse
ments, to prepare for danger which fre
quently prevent much greater disburse
ments to repel it." We are indeed fortu
nate in having as chairman of the Senate 
Finance Committee and as the ritnking mem
ber of the Armed Services Committe·e a man 
so well qualified to strike this delicate bal
ance. 

Washington would also be gratified to find 
as Secretary of the Treasury a man who com
pares so favorably with his own great Secre
tary Alexander Hamilton. A greater com
pliment is not within my power to bestow. 
We shall, I hope, hear all about Secretary 
Hamilton's remarkable career in 1957 when 
we officially observe the bicentennial of his 
birth. 

During his brief visit with us, Washington 
would certainly discover a close political kin
ship with Senator GEORGE. The theme of 
Washington's Farewell Address is the danger 
of factionalism and "the fury of party spirit," 
particularly in the conduct of the Nation's 
foreign affairs. No one has done more than 
Senator GEORGE to prevent partisan attacks 
on settled principles of American foreign 
policy. 

Of course, Washington would make a tri
umphal tour of the United States, culminat
ing, I suppose, in a xp.ammoth ticker tape 
parade in New York. For Washington this 
adulation would be no new experience. He 
would be reminded, I think, of April 16, 1789, 
and the days immediately following. 

George Washington was up before dawn on 
that eventful day. Martha did not go along 
with his ungodly hours, so he sneaked softly 
downstairs and headed for the kitchen. A 
subdued clatter of skillets assured him that 
the cook was already on the job, and his nose 
detected the promising aroma of corn meal 
hoe cakes. 

The vast sweep of the Mount Vernon plan
tation was still wrapped in slumber, but we 
can well imagine that a fledgling cockerel was 
practicing an adolescent crow; that a hungry 
calf was complaining about the lack of serv
ice-and that a reckless foxhound puppy was 
teasing an irascible and noisy goose. 

These were matinal sounds that were dear 
to the heart of the farmer-general-and he 
had thought that they would be his own for
ever. He felt that he had had enough of 
public life. 

Eight years before-at Yorktowh-he .had 
said, "The work is done and well done." 

Six years before, he had said goodbye to 
his officers, put away his uniform, hustled 
home to Mount Vernon and enthusiastically 
written to Lafayette that, "At length, my dear 
Marquis, I am become a private citizen on 
the banks of the Potomac; and under the 
shadow of my own vine and my ow:11 fig
tree, free from the bustle of a camp and the 
busy scenes of public life, I am solacing my
self with those tranquil enjoyments of which 
the soldier • • • the statesman • • • and 
the courtier • • • can have very little con
ception." 

The work was done for his muscular and 
triumphant little army. But the work was 
not done for Washington, and today, April 
16, 1789, he was saying goodby once again
this time to Mount Vernon-as President
elect of the new United States. 

He had his hoe cakes-with honey-and a 
pot of tea, and as he went outdoors, he found 
his horse, already · saddled, full of oats and 
groomed to a glistening sheen. It nickered 

a welcome, and his dogs swarmed around his 
legs-a small and turbulent sea of waving 
tails and jealous clamorings for his personal 
attention. There were men in those days 
who said they could not understand this al
ways dignified, austere and sometimes frosty 
man-but animals-and children-under
stood him very well indeed. . 

The President-elect of the new United 
States was in no hurry to get going on. the 
long and muddy-roaded journey to the tem
porary capital in New York City. There was 
time enough to note that one of his mares 
had foaled the night before, and the oldest 
ewe sheep on the place was calling his atten
tion to the charms of her new-born twin 
lambs. The Presidency could wait a little. 
longer. · 

There would even be time for a second 
breakfast of fresh fish, ham and eggs, more 
corn cakes and more tea, and the President
elect was well aware that neither Col. David 
Humphreys, his aide, nor Charles Thomson, 
the Secretary of the Congress, who had 
brought him official word of his election, 
would be astir for at least another hour. 

Those two men were to accompany him 
to New York, and it was 10 o'clock before the 
carriage wheels began to turn. We are given 
to understand that Washington rode in si
lence. Possibly he was oppressed by the fact 
that he had to borrow money to make the 
trip. As always, he was rich in land, and 
poor in cash. It is more likely that he was 
oppressed by the frightful responsibilities 
that had been thrust upon him by the 
unanimous vote of the presidential electors. 
As a commander in the field, he recognized 
his own abilities. As a military strategist, 
he had no lack of faith in himself, but his 
qonfidence in the fut'lire of George Wash
ington as a statesman was almost non
existent. 

It was fortunate, perhaps, that he had 
little time to brood about it. His first stop 
was at Alexandria; va:; there was a public 
dinner, and a large bouquet of flowery 
speeches. At Georgetown, there were parad
ing troops in full dress; cannon belched 
salutes, and bells were tolled. 

Baltimore was a mob scene of enthusiastic 
citizens, delirious with hero worship. 

It was a triumphant march. The Gover
nor of Pennsylvania met the carriage at the 
border with a uniformed escort, and at 
Trenton, N. _J., 13 young girls who were 
dressed to represent the 13 States, recited a 
long and fulsome poem in unison. 

New York wrapped both arms around him. 
It was before the days of ticker tape, but 
our modern parades through the heart of 
New York have nothing on Washington's re
ception at the temporary capital. New York 
had entered into the spirit of the occasion 
with a fervorous abandon. The city shook 
with the thunder of gunfire and the peals of 
bells. Flags and streamers fluttered in the 
breeze, and the -rooftops were black with 
people-some of whom naively believed that 
Washington was about to be crowned as a 
king. · 

The inauguration took place on April 30, 
· 1789. · The Congress was in session. The 
Government of our infant federation was 
about to be launched. Three times in the 
course of his inaugural address Washington 
invoked the favor of God. Midway in his 
address he declared that, "no people can be 
bound to acknowledge and adore· the In
visible Hand which conducts the affairs of 
men more than the people of the United 
States." If Washington were to speak to us 
today, he would ascribe to Providence the 
major credit for America:s progress oyer the 
past 167 years. In all of his writings, Wash
ington invariably recognized the creative 
acts of providence. 

_If Washington were ·to · spend a month 
with us, the gulf separating him from con
temporary liberals would soon be obvious
to all. Washington constantly stressed the 
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need for self-restraint and self-reform. He 
believed not only that men must act in con
formity with ethical absolutes, but that their 
morality could not prevail in the ab~ence 
of religious conviction. Washington re
garded the Constitution primarily as· a re
straint on men in their collective capacity. 
He recognized as the two great constitutional 
pivots: . 

"[First]' That the general government is 
not invested with more powers, than are 
indispensably necessary to perform the func
tions of a good government." 

And secondly, "that these powers • • • 
are so distributed among the legislature, ex-· 
ecutive, and judicial branches, into which 
the General Government is arranged, that it 
can never be in danger of degenerating into a 
monarchy, ''an oligarchy, an aristocracy, or 
any other despotic or oppressive form, so 
long as there shall remain any virtue in the 
body of the people." 

In other words, Washington felt that the 
struggle between good and evil is waged 
primarily in the individual rather than in 
society; that the individual's base instincts 
must be restrained by morality and religion; 
and that the popular will of the State must 
likewise be restrained by the immutable 
political truths of the Constitution. 

Contrast Washington's political philo~ophy 
with the philosophy recently expounded by 
a leading Senate exponent of modern liberal
ism. This Senator re<;:ently wrote for pub
lication: 

"The one distinctive aim (of liberalism] 
was the liberation of man from traditional 
restraints." 

This Senator also said: 
"The liberal approach must be experi

mental, the solution tentative, the test 
pragmatic. Believing that no particular 
manifestation of our basic social institutions 
is sacrosanct or immutable, there should 
be a willingness to reexamine and reconstruct 
institutions in the light of new needs." 

And the Senator concluded: 
"We must release ourselves from the shack

les of yesterday's traditions and let our minds 
be bold." 

Here we have a difference of fin t princi
ples--a difference which cannot be composed 
by mediation and compromise. As a result, 
we find Washington insisting, "We are not 
to expect perfection on this world." On the 
other hand, all traditional restraints are re
garded by modern liberals as impediments to 
achieving paradise on earth. 

As Washington went about the United 
States, he would probably not express him
self on specific political issues. After his 
retirement from the Presidency, he was re
luctant to intrude upon what he described 
as "the experiment intrusted to the hands 
of the American people." He did not even 
seek to buttress his place in history by writ
ing his memoirs. He wrote to his personal 
physician, Dr. James Craik, who broached 
the subject that "any memoirs of my life, 
distinct and unconnected with the general 
history of the war, would rather hurt my feel
ings than tickle my pride . whilst I lived. I 
had rather glide gently down the stream of 
life, leaving it to posterity to think and say 
what they please of me." 

How refreshing. 
However, Washington might not be wholly 

successful, if he were among us, in main
taining a posture of political neutrality. 
Suppose, for example, he were asked about 
current proposals to amend the Social Se
curity Act. Could he resist repeating what 
he said in his Farewell Address about "not 
ungenerously throwing upon posterity the 
burden which we ourselves ought to bear?" 

It would be improper for me to suggest 
what position Washington might take on my 
propos~g . treaty-control amendment. He 
would be keenly interested in this debate, for 
the Jay Treaty- was the most controversial 
act of this administration. Alexander Ham-

ilton, writing under the pen name Camillus, 
was his staunch defender in that fight. Ham
ilton pointed out that all treaties made under 
the authority: of the United States shall be 
the supreme law of the land. He emphasized 
the power of the Senate to approve or to re
ject a treaty. And he emphasized the fact 
that the only constitutional exception to the 
power of making treaties is that it shall not 
change the Constitution. Hamilton wrote 
that "a treaty cannot transfer the legisla
tive power to the executive department, nor 
the power of this last department to the ju
diciary; in other words, it cannot stipulate 
that the President, and ~ot the Congress, 
shall make laws for the United States; that 
the judges and not the President shall com
mand the national forces." 

In sum and substance, the treaty power 
as defined by Hamilton was limited to those 
objects over which neither contracting na
tion had sovereign jurisdiction. My amend
ment would merely impose on the treaty
making power the restraints originally in
tended to govern its exercise. 

Could Washington remain silent upon 
seeing with his own eyes the extent to which 
political power has been centralized in Wash
ington? There would be those who would 
explain the altered Federal-State relation
ship on the ground that "times have 
changed," or that the "Constitution must 
evolve to meet new conditions." Washing
ton might remind them of what he said in 
his Farewell Address: 

"If, in the opinion of the people, the dis
tribution or modification of the constitu
tional powers be in any particular wrong, 
let it be corrected by an amendment in the 
way which tl)e Constitution designates. 
But let there be no change by usurpation." 

During his brief visit with us, Washington 
would certainly be given a reception at the 
United Nations headquarters. Perhaps he 
would repeat his warning about "the policy 
and will of one country (being) subjected 
to the policy and will of another." He might 
refer again to the danger of · "passionate at
tachments for others" in foreign affairs. 

In many ways Washington was like the 
great British conservative, Edmund Burke. 
Both men sacrificed themselves for the 
masses, but not to them. As representatives 
of the people, both men insisted on the right 
to exercise their own best judgment. Like 
Burke, Washington distrusted the spirit of 
innovation, and respected custom and tra
dition. Washington's conservatism explains 
in considerable measure why the American 
Revolution bears such little resemblance to 
the French. 

At the end 'of Washington's imaginary re
turn, I like to think that he would malte a 
second farewell address. However, I do not 
believe that its content would differ greatly 
frcim the one delivered on September 17, 
1796. He might point out that his earlier 
statement in opposition to entangling am

, ances has been distorted by some. He would 
·certainly say that nuclear weapons and in
tercontinental bombers have overcome Amer
ica's "detached and distant situation" which 
extsted in 1796. But now, as ' then, I believe 
that Washington would pin his hopes for 
America's survival on the indispensable sup
ports of religion and morality. 

~efore Washington ended the visit which 
I have imagined, I am afraid that he would 
be a highly controversial figure. We might 
expect to read snide editorials attacking 
hero-worship; warning about "the dead hand 
of the past"; and scoring Washington for 
doubting both the inevitability of progr,ess 
and the perfectibility of man. So, it is prob
ably just as well, that Washington will not 
return to us in person. It is good to have 
one great American as a fixed and noncon:.. 
troversial point of reference. So long as 
Washington remains "in the clear upper sky," 
the conservative principles for which he 
stood will never be wholly · erased from our 
political conscience. 

Integration of Common Supply and Serv·· 
ice Areas Among the Military Depart
ments 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. JOHN W. McCORMACK 
OF MASSACHUSETTS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, February 23, 1956 
Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, 

under leave to extend my remarks in 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, I insert two 
letters concerning plans for the Depart
ment of Defense to integrate the han
dling of certain common supplies and 
services. These two letters relate to 
those which I placed in the RECORD on 
January 16, 1956. 

The step which Secretary Wilson has 
now taken, though belated, is important. 
It is hoped that he will insure that his 
directive to integrate these common use 
items will receive diligent followup lest 
it suffers the fate of other directives of 
similar purport. I also hope that this 
is but one of several steps that will ·be 
taken to carry out the full intent of the 
National Security' Act and the O'Ma~ 
honey amendment of 1952. 

As I have previously stated, the large_ 
savings through integration of the com-
mon supply and service areas among the 
military departments will go a long way 
toward · financing some of tne things 
which we so desperately need at this 
time. 

The letter~ follow: ",~.r,:; 1 ··:;,. · 

ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE, 
Washington, D. C., Febr'u.ary 8, 1956. 

Hon. JOHN W. McCORMACK, 
House of Representatives. 

DEAR MR. McCORMACK: Secretary of Defense 
Wilson advised you by letter dated Janu
ary 27, 1956, that I would furnish you com
plete information regarding our efforts to
ward improvements in the logistics field. 
The purpose of this letter is to reply to your 
letter of December 13, 1955, and to outline 
our program for supply of common-use items 
and common services. 

The position of the Department of Defense 
with respect to supply, as discussed in the 
references cited in the second paragraph of 
your letter, was based on the supply tech
niques known to be available and developed 
as of that time. While it is true that our 
present plans may seem to change the pre
vious concept, at the same time they reflect 
our never-ending effort to improve supply 
management as practical methods for doing 
so are developed. It is a seemingly simple 
task to designate that ''.supply support will 
be accomplished by single-service assign
ment." On the other hand, the tools and or
ganizational arrangements to do so and in
sure adequate support in time of both peace 
and war must be carefully developed and 
considered, else we create a situation more 
objectionable than the one we endeavor to 
correct. We have vigorously worked on the 
problem and, among other actions, have de
veloped what we feel is a sound solution-the 
single manager plan. 

A significant factor affecting the previous 
efforts to solve the supply system problem 
was unquestionably' the lack of the Federal 
Catalog, and hence, a common identification 
of items. Despite the sincerity of efforts to 
develop and further. ' the concept of cross
servicing or making single-service assign
ments for supply, they cannot be e1Iective 
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without the common language ·of the Fedetal 
Catalog program. In this regard I wish . to 
point out that all . catalog identlflcatlon is 
scheduled for completion by September 1956, 
but it will not be until 1957 that a few more 
classes will be converted and the balance lri. 
1958. In addition to the necessity of being 
able to 'use the common language of the Fed
eral . Catl:J.log, we had to await the extension 
of the principle of stock fund financing_ in 
the departments to effect a sound :financial 
basis for furthering our concepts. The mili
tary departments have vigorously pursued 
programs for refinements and improvements 
in their own military supply systems in a 
commendable manner, which has further as
sisted us. At this point I would like to ex-· 
plain briefly what we mean by conversion so 
that you will appreciate the time required· 
after catalog identification has been com
pleted. Conversion involves the renumbering 
of all items that are physically in inventories 
in all warehouses, the reprinting of all stock 
lists and reference material for procurement, 
and the revision of operating and mainte
nance manuals so that new numbers will be 
used when parts are requisitioned. 

At the present time only subsistence, medi
cal, clothing, and petroleum items are com
pletely converted. Following the completion 
of conversion, the potentialities for cross
servicing become a. reality and a major step 
completed in our efforts to develop single
service supply responsibility. 

During the winter and spring of 1954-55, 
my staff completed the detail analysis of 
the single manager plan for supply of com
mon-use items. As you know this culmi
nated in the assignment of subsistence to 
the Army on November 4, 1955. Concur
rently, we pursued a very active effort to 
analyze and develop assignments in other 
commodity categories. Our actions culmi
nated on January 31, 1956, by Secretary 
Wilson's decision that the single manager 
plan be extended in the supply field to petro
leum, medical-dental,: clothing-textile, pho
tographic equipment, and in the service 
field to traffic management. A copy of his 
memorandum to the military service secre
taries, together with Department of Defense 
Directive 5160.12, also dated January 31, 1956, 
is inclosed. This directive sets forth the 
policies and implementations of single 
manager assignments. 

I would like to point out the reasons why 
we selected subsistence before medical ·sup
ply for the application of the single manager 
plan. Subsistence represented the com
modity that had the greatest degree of single 
service (Army) integration and the fewest 
complications with respect to technical as
pects·of the inventory and the magnitude of 
mobilization reserves to be repositioned un
der the distribution policies of the plan. 
The Army already bought for all services 
and stored and distributed for the Air Force. 
Since only approximately 10 percent of the 
inventory is for mobilization reserve and 
complicated by many very technical items. 
A complication regarding distribution of 
medical supplies, emphasized by Operation 
Alert in June 1955, is that the need for med
ical supplies by the civilian population 
might take precedence over military require
ments in the event of attack on continental 
United states. The need to provide disper
sion even at some sacrifice in basic supply 
economy became apparent. These factors 
were all considered. As I have indicated, we 
now are assigning medical and dental sup
plies under the single manager concept to 
the Navy. 

In our study of the single manager plan 
for common-use items, it also became quite 
evident that the same concept could be 
applied for common services such as Traffic 
Management, Military Sea Transportation 
Szrvice, and Military Air Transportation 
Service. As indicated in the inclosure, this 

procedure has been approved by Secretary 
Wilson. · 

I trust that this · answers your question as 
to our policies and programs. If _ further. 
information ls .desired, I shall be pleased-to. 
provide it. 

· Sincerely, 
T. P. PIKE. 

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

OFFICE OF THE MAJORITY LEADER, 
Washington, D. C., February 16, 1956. 

Hon. CHARLES E. WILSON, 
Secretary of Defense, Department of 

Defense, Washington, D. C. 
DEAR SECRETARY WILSON: I am in receipt 

of Assistii.nt Secretary T. P. Pike's letter of 
February 8 in response to my letter to you 
dated December 13, 1955. 

I am pleased to learn that you have em
barked upon a relatively broad program for 
the supply of common-_use items and serv
ices as contemplated by the O'Mahoney Act 
of 1952. Respecting Mr. Pike's explanations 
as to the reasons for a change in policy in
volving the handling of medical and sub
sistence supplies respectively during the 
past year and a half, I want to state that 
:tny concern is not upon what is past, but 
what may be done to insure the success of 
the program that has now been charted. I 
am not unmindful of the difficulties which 
confront you in accomplishing this program, 
wbich I am sure can bring about tremendous 
savings. . 
• In order that I may keep abreast of devel
opment, will you please send me copies of 
implementing documents which are issued 
from time to time? When avail~.ble, I should 
like to learn by categories of supply (sub
sistence, medical, etc.) where the depots will 
be located and their respective missions, the 
locations of supply-demand-control points 
for each category of supply, the prescribed 
stock levels, what the interval of stock status 
reporting will be (1. e., monthly or quarterly, 
etc. ) ' and whether standard forms, proce
dures, accounting, etc., are planned. 

You are to be highly complimented for the 
action you have taken in this matter, and 
as stated in my letter of December 13, 1955, 
I am sending copies of pertinent correspond
ence . to other interested Members in both 
Houses, and will also insert same in the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Sincerely yours, 
JOHN w. McCORMACK. 

Surplus Food for Europe 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. J. HARRY McGREGOR 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, February 23, 1956 

Mr. McGREGOR. Mr. Speaker, I am 
most happy to see that President Eisen
hower is making our surplus food avail
able to western Europe, which has suf
fered from blizzards and floods in one 
of the worst winters in 20 or 30 years. I 
am particularly pleased with his state
ment, and I quote: 

The United States stands ready to make 
surpluses of agricultural commodities, 
which we have in abundance, available for 
relieving the distress of the people in these 
areas. 

Mr. Speaker, to me this is a great 
humanitarian_ deed, and I am o~e who 

has always felt that it was ridiculous for 
us to have surplus food when people in 
other parts of the world are hungry. I 
congratulate the President on his imme
diate action to relieve the distressed. 

Upper Colorado Storage Project Scheme 
Defies Preside~tial Advisory Commit-. 
tee on Water Policy 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. PATRICK J. BILLINGS. 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, February 23, 1956 

Mr. BILLINGS. Mr. Speaker, the 
proposed 1:1pper Colorado River storage 
project bill, H. R. 3383, is wholly incom
patible with the recommendations of the 
Presidential Advisory Committee on 
Water Resources Policy of December 22, 
1955. 

If ever a piece of water resources leg
islation cried for processing under the 
procedures the Presidential advisory 
committee recommends, this is it. This 
would involve an application of benefit
cost principles which would give a more 
realistic appraisal of the benefits and 
detriments of this project; and ultimate 
review by an independent Board of Re
view which .should give the Congress a 
correct picture of the highly controverted 
engineering and financial details of the 
proposal. 

Compare just two of the statements 
of the Presidential advisory committee 
with the facts of this project: 

1. Use o.f excess revenues: 

* * • * 
The committee believes that such a use 

of excess revenue from Federal power sales 
to repay a portion of the costs of other types 
of projects is a justifiable procedure pro
vided the project to which such revenues are 
applied is a part of the area from which such 
excess revenues are derived. However, it 
should be pointed out that the utilization·of 
excess revenue to aid projects which are in 
no way related to the facility producing the 
excess revenues amounts in reality to the 
operation of a Government facility to obtain 
a profit to be used for other purposes, and 
there are obvious limits beyond which such 
a policy cannot be justified (report, pp. 33-
34) .• 

The participating projects to be bene
fited by the anticipated power revenues 
are connected in no other way with the 
power dams. ~ach one of these irriga
tion ventures could be constructed with
out the storage dams. No water im
pounded by these dams is to be placed on 
the land. Yet 88 percent of the cost of 
these irrigation projects is expected to be 
repaid from power revenues. If such a 
percentage does not exceed obvious lim
its, what would? The precedent in.this 
.bill would be so enormous for this type of 
subsidy that we may as well forget a na
tional water policy on this score. 

2. Payment of in~erest: 
• • • 

The committee recommends that as a gen
~ral policy interest-be paid on all Feder~l in-
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v~stment subject to repayment. In making 
this recommendation the committee recog
nizes that the provision of interest-free Fed
eral funds for irrigation does not conform to 
this policy. The committee believes, how
ever, that this provision should not be elimi
nated but rather that interest should be 
shown clearly as a Federal cost, as should all 
nonreimbursable items in all projects (re
port, ip. 34). 

The Bureau of Reclamation has admit
ted that the project recommended by the 
Secretary-Glen Canyon and Echo Park 
Dams and 11 participating projects
"would result in a total interest cost of 
$-1,153,000,000 in the year 20.32." 

This staggering. figure has been vari
ously estimated by other sources to run 
a-s high as $4 billion, depending on which 
of the many over-all project plans may 
be under consideration. In· any event, · 
consider the Bureau figure as a mini
mum. This is not included as a project 
cost as the Preside~tial Advisory Com
mittee now recommends. It was brought 
out only by determined questioning. It 
gives some idea of the true cost of the 
project to the taxpayers. 

Salute to Brotherhood Week 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

·'. HON. KENNETH B: KEATING 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPI;t.ESENTAT:ryES 

Thursday, February 23. 1956 

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Speaker, I doubt 
that there is one among us whe is not 

· conscious of the fact that we ·are in the 
midst of the annual observance of Broth
erhood week. In the newspapers, the
aters, and pulpits of this great land, 
this wonderful thought-launched by 
the National Conference of Christians 
and Jews-has been spread. 

·It has been reassuring to observe the 
response of the people ·of this Nation to 
the appeals of religious and lay leaders 
of all faiths. I am sure many have real
ized that this week is a time for stock
taking and soul searching; a time for 
rededication to democratic principles 
and to the principles of our religious 
faiths. 

To me Brotherhood Week "is America's 
positive answer to the greatest challenge 
of our times-that is, if the human race 
is to survive there must be established 
a· firm foundation of understanding and 
brotherhood around the globe. It seems 
to me that we can make the most sig
nificant contribution in the history of 
man if we can create an atmosphere of 
brotherhood and love in our world to 
replace the present aura of distrust and 
fear. 

It is my hope that this week will form 
another link . in what may eventually 
become part of a powerful chain, not 
only in the United States, but through
out the world, that will embrace men 
and women of every race, creed, and 
color, who will live side by side in a 
spirit of mutual respect. · 

Let us all join together and march 
in that procession which must someday 

lead us to ultimate victory over the 
forces of disruption, bigotry, and intol
erance. · Let us show the world that we 
Americans do not seek to destroy the 
beliefs and practices of those not in our 
own particular faith, but we believe there 
can be created a genuine spirit of broth
erhood among all faiths if we but have 
the will and patience to bring it about. 
And let us never forget that in the prin
ciples of our religious teachings lie the 
hope and salvation of this world in which 
we live. 

Upper Colorado River Storage Project 

·•· 'EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. JAMES B. UTT 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, February 23, 1956 

Mr. U'IT. Mr. Speaker, if the next 
25 years are as dry in the western part 
of our country as the last 25, it will take 
the whole quarter century to fill the pro
posed Glen Canyon Dam. Since the 
financial feasibility of the upper Colo-

. rado River project depends upon the 
power production of this dam there 
should be no authorization of such a 
proposal until the question of interpre
tation of the Colorado River compact is 
settled in the United States Supreme 
Court where the issue is now pending. 
· Article 3 (e) of the Colorado River 
compact provides: 

The States of the upper division shall not 
withhold water, and the States of the lower 
division shall not require the delivery .of 
water, which cannot reasonably be applied 
to domestic and agricultural uses. 

The power production at Glen Canyon 
Dam therefore depends on whether or 
not the upper basin States, under the 
Colorado River compact, have a right 
as against the lower . basin States of 
Arizona, California, and Nevada, to ac
cumulate and withhold water at Glen 
Canyon for power generation if the 
lower basin needs it for domestic and 
agvicultural uses. 

Article 4 (b) of the Colorado River 
compact provides: 

Subject to the provisions of this compact, 
water of the Colorado River system may be 
impounded and used for the generation of 
electric power, but such impounding and use 
shall be subservient to the use and con
sumption of such water for agricultural and 
domestic purposes and shall not interfere 
with. or prevent use for such dominant 
purposes. 

Governor Johnson, of Colorado, in his 
·statement to the Senate hearings on this 
project said: 

Furthermore, should the lower basin re
quire an additional supply of water (over 
and above the award of 1,500,000 acre-feet to 
Mexico and 1 million acre-feet to the lower 
basin) for agricultural and domestic pur
poses, the water stored in these reservoirs 
(Glen Canyon and Echo Park Reservoirs) 
must be released. 

Governor Johnson further stated that: 
Under the seven-State compact the upper 

~tates must deliver at Lee Ferry in each 10-
year period 75 million acre-feet to the lower 

States and 7,500,000 acre-feet to Mexico be
fore they can use one drop of water them
selves beyond what they used before the 
seven-State compact was ratified. 
. In the current 10-year period that will 
leave only 3,250,000 acre-feet per year for 
tbeir total use. In the previous 10-year 
period they would have had 4,150,000 acre
feet a year. In 1902 the upper basin States 
under this formula would have had no water 
a:t all. 

Is it not foolhardy to invest hundreds 
of millions of dollars in Glen Canyon 
Dam on a question of interpretation of 
the Colorado River compact which may 
be set aside by the Supreme Court in an 
action which is now pending in that 
Court? Plain commonsense demands 
that all consid~ration of this bill await 
the Supreme Court decision. 

Surpluses for Europe 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. WILLIAM B. WIDNALL 
OF NEW JERSEY 

IN THE H;OUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, February 23, 1956 

Mr. WIDNALL. Mr. Speaker, unpre
cedented storm conditions in - Europe 
this winter have created an opportunity 
for us to furth.er evidence the humanity 
of the -American people. Suffering 
among human beings and livestock can 
be alleviated out of our huge surpluses 
of foodstuffs. 

Actually no physical transfer of food
stuff is believed necessary to relieve out
right starvation conditions _since the 
Government already has on hand in 
Europe millions of pounds ·of foodstuffs 
that can be made available immediately. 
These, in turn, could be replaced by 
shipments from the United States at a 
later date. 

I suggest that we move immediately 
to authorize the various American vol
unteer organizations-some 20 of them 
with units in Europe-to make distribu
tion of food packages and other essen
tials to take care of the immediate prob
lem of starvation. This I understand is 
more real than would seem possible in 
these times. 

However, in addition, it seems to me 
the problem .is much larger than just 
seeing to it that people don't starve. 
Our great surpluses of food creates on 
obligation for us under these condi
tions-an obligation to help these people 
in every way we can. 

It is already apparent that farmers 
in many European nations will have to 
start from what we call scratch in 
order to bring back their acres to fer
tility. We can aid them in many ways. 

I suggest that we proceed with the ut
most dispatch to make our surpluses 
available to these winter-stricken na
tions which are ,still in the grip of an _ 
unrelenting winter, the worst in a cen-
tury. · 

In addition, I suggest that we consider 
making available to those nations sup
plies from such other surpluses as we 
may have available. 
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From our tremendous surpluses, gen- came-freedom and opportunity of nations -
erous, unstinting, and immediate gifts · and people. 
would demonstrate once again most . -Then a second thought flashed across my 
clearly to the -entire world that we are mind. It was from -an American philosopher, 
not the .selfish, grasping people we· have : "What you are, speaks so loud I cannot hear 

what you say." I again -paused and applied 
been pictured in the Communist propa- ' ttiat maxim to the state of the world today. 
g'anda mills. You all have done the same. We've heard 
. No one under these circu·mstances : ttme and again that the world needs deeds 

could be persuaded that we we-re d~mp- , that reflect wisdom and understanding, not 
ing surpluses on .the world market, for jf honey words. Right deeds by the rulers of · 
stories from Europe are true-; and I am certain nations would cast out fear and mis
sure they are, the average European underst~nding that is so prevalen't and dan-

gerous to the peace of the world. 
farmer will be lueky if-he can just·restore · Then the words came to me "Have that · 
his land to normal conditions by the end · minct in you which was also in Christ Jesus." 
of the coming growing- season. ' Waat· did the Apostle mean? What is the 
· I believe-this is-a splendid opportunity · m~aning of that statement to this age? Was 

to aid a stricken people, create go_od will it not to build peace anti faith in the minds 
for ·our country, and in a way relieve of the peoples and rulers of earth? Was-it not 
some of the ·distress- that-ha-s -occurred a mandate that men and nations should :find 

the way to the light (spoken of by Dante) so 
economically here and abroa_d from the that deeds instead of words would reflect the 
storing of such tremendous quantities of meaning of the brotherhood of man and the 
surpluses, particulai;ly in -foodstuffs. fatherhood of God. Otherwise nations will 

Of course, President Eisenhower al- not "break their swords into ploughshares" 
ready has orderea some shipments for and cease to war any more. 
relief ·!n Europe,- but it is my hope that I have just come from Geneva and have 
every effort be made to see that these seen the exchange in a friendly and peace
European ·nations-· are abundantly sup- ful manner of ideas about mankind's new 

servant for peace and war-nuclear power. 
plied in 'the quickest possible manner Today as representatives of the free parlia-
with as many of our surplus supplies, as ments of the world, we discuss a related 
may be necessary to- carry them through subject, international security and disar-
the 1956 growing season. niament. 

More than 10 years ago when the Allied 
and Associated Powers met at Dumbarton
to consider the first draft of the United Na

International Security and Disarmament tions Charter, one of the great powers put 
forth a bold suggestion. It proposed that 

in the Light . of Present Day Circum- the postwar international organization be 

stances 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. ALEXl\NDER WILEY 
OF WISCONSIN 

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES 
· Thursday; February 23, 1956 

· Mr. WILEY. MT. President, in August 
last it was my privilege to represent the 
United States Government at the meet
ing of the Interparliamentary Union in 
Helsinki, Finland.- It was also my privi
lege to address the group there assembled 
on the subject International Security 
and Disarmament in the Light of Pres
ent-Day Circumstances. 

I have receiv~d ·from· Finland requests 
for copies of th.e address I tqen deliver~d. 
and 'inasmuch as the address ·was rather 
informative in view of events which have 
developed since, I ask that it be printed 
in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

There being no objection, the address 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

Mr. President, ladies, and gentlemen, ·as _I 
listened-to the brilllant report of the Rappor
teur, the words of an American poet came to 
mind: · 

"Oft to every man and nation 
Comes the moment to decide, 

In the strife of truth with falsehood 
For the good or evil side. 

Some great cause, God's new Messiah, 
Shows each the bloom or blight, 

So can "choice be made by all men 
'J;'wist the darkness and the light." 

And as I thought on these words I remem
bered what Dante said: "Oive light and the 
people wlll find tlie way." I paused and 
asked myself, what is the meaning of - the 
word "light" to this age, and the answer 

given an international air force to help in 
the maintenance of international peace. 
The proposal was never spelled out in de
tail. But in the light of President Eisen
hower's suggestion at Geneva a few weeks 
ago that mutual air inspection might be a· 
basis for assurance against surprise attack, 
it, would be most interesting if the authors 
of the international air force proposal-the 
Russians-were to look back through their 
files to examine the details o! that ~945 
proposal. 

The years since 1945 have been most dis
appointing with respect to the control of 
conventional .weapons and weapons of mass 
destruction. The United Nations has had 
commissions working on these problems con
stantly. While the United Nations has not 
had authority to impose any disarmament 
system on member· states, there is nothing in 
the charter that has prevented that organi
zation from - considering any kind of dis
armament proposal. And as a matter of 
~act, the U. N. has done a thorough job of 
.studying, although the results have been 
nil. 

As one looks back at those early years 
after the war, he cannot help but be amazed 
at the boldness of some of the proposals 
that were submitted to the United Nations. 

It wm be recalled, for example, that at 
the first meeting of the United - Nations 
Atomic Energy Commission in New York in 
1946, the United States proposed the crea
tion of an International -Atomic Develop~ 
ment Authority. It suggested:that this in-! · 
ternational agency be·given managerial con
trol or ownership of all atomic energy ac
tivities which might -be dangerous to world 
security and that the United Nattqns be given 
powers of inspection, of licensing, as well 
as authority to foster peacetul development 
of atomic energy. The United States pro
posal went so far as to call for the relin
quishment -of the veto with respect to mat
ters relating to the control of· atomic 
weapons and called for the destruction of 
existing atomic weapons once an adequate 
system of- international control· had - been 
established. 

Although this proposal· became the basis 
of a p1an that was approved by the -vast 
majority of the members of the United Na-
tions, it was rejected by the SOviet Union. 
The So~iet Union for its part called for the · 
immediate destruction of all atomic weapons 
as a condition precedent tO the 'Creation of · 
ahy system of international-control and in-
spection. - · - · 

I need not labor the points of 'difference . 
between the· Soviet approach- to the control 
of atomic and other weapons and the ap
proach of most of the other· members of the 
United Nations. SufHce it to say that the 
free world was not willlng to destroy its stock 
of atomic weapons whlle the Soviet Union · 
maintained its massed armies. The Soviet 
Union was not willing w- reduce its armed 
forces -in-· the race -of the atomic stockpiles
of the West. Hence it was that· the produc
tion of and experimentation with atomic and. 
hydrogen weapons went forward on both 
sldes, uncontrolled~ 
· And-while th1s process of competitive arm

ing went forward, it gradually became ap
parent to more and more of the people of 
this_ earth, that a nuclear war might spell 
the death knell for. mankind. It gradually , 
oecame apparent that a small war anywhere 
might degenerate into a worldwide nuclear 
war. The atomic clock ticked faster and· 
faster. 

Thus it was that the armaments race 
went on unabated . . Meanwhile, the demands 
of peoples throughout the world for a per
manent and stable- peace grew in strength. 
While tensions increased and armaments 
mounted, the nations of the world ·vied with 
each other in proposing peace plans. The 
Stockholm peace appeal was signed by mil
lions-but international communism plotted 
the military conquest of Korea. The Soviet 
Unlon called for the abolition and destruc
tion of atomic weapons-but it moved as 
rapidly as possible to develop those weapons. 

The nations of the west united in NATO 
and perf-0rce by their weakness in manpower,. 
considered the use of atomic weapons should 
they be required to defend their lands from 
military attack. · Atomic weapons have been
included in that arsenal of· the west as' 
a substitute for manpower. No less than 
175 divisions of soldiers have been mobilized 
in the Soviet Union. At the maximum, the 
nations of the West have had in the vicinity 
of ·40 divisions at their service. There have 
been some who liave objected to consideration 
of the use of atomic weapons. in defense 
against attack. But in the absence of man
power, reliance has necessarily· been placed 
on these weapons. · 
· We know that the free world is spiritually 
and morally incapable of'using such weapons 
against any people ex_cept in.a: d~fensive war. 
The United States never has been and never 
will ·be a ·party to aggression: But atomic 
weapons have necessarily been held in readi- . 
ness to defer possible military aggression
a course of ·action which we know by ex
perience the Communists are capable of fol.; 
·lowing. It was Sir Winston Churchill who 
some years ago noted that it was the exist~ 
ence of atomic weapons that has prevented 
the Communists from attempting to capture 
Western Europe by force. 

Fortunately for the state of the world, in 
recent weeks we have seen some relaxation 
of tensions. The a5out:..face of the Soviet 
Union on the matter of the Austrian State 
Treaty, the relaxed affab111ty of Soviet om
cials, an apparent willingness to take a fresh 
look at the disarmament problem, and the 
s.nnounced intention of soviet reductions in 
her armed forces, have all been good signs. 

But we must never, at our_ peril, fqrget 
the underlying questions. Why this about
face? [s the Kremlin sincere or trying 'a new 
tactic to achieve 1ts old goal of domination? 
Is it sincerely motivated by a desire to co
exist? Will the- Soviet · Union· continue on 
its 'new course, or ·is this part of a milltary' 
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redeployment .::t~ put _t~:.free -world into a -
position where a dagger-may be plunged. into 
the back of 'freemen? 

I speak frankly because· for 10 iears the : 
Boviet Union haa given :uS reason·-to be sus
picious. Our own 1n'terests require that ·we 
be skeptical of· the motivation of a totali
tarian r-eglme famous for the .agility of its ' 
diplomacy. and unrestrained by responsibil
ity to a free and informed electorate. 

~There is no -check in the Soviet system on 
the power of th'e officialdom _of the .Commu- · 
nist Party. Soviet officiali;i have for years 
doomed the Soviet people to a distorted view 
of life. They have denied their -people the -
truth that makes men free. Those in po- · 
litical bondage to the Soviet rulers-have been 
told that Mr. Dulles staTteq the Korean war 
and that the -NA'I'O alliance- is designed to 
serve -the· purpose of· warmongers. ' These 
lies .have been- repeated ·so -often that even -
should the Soviet- officials desire to change . 
the course of 'their foreign·policy, it. wm be 
years before they can undo the damage they 
liave wreaked on their own people by denying 
them the truth. 

I fervently hope in the months ahead that 
the leaders in the Kremlin will see the need 
for giving the facts to the common man
the man who must bear the burdens of war 
and whose needs for food and clothing and 
shelter cannot be satisfied during an armed 
pe'ace. The common people deserve the 
truth. A stepp·ed-up program of exchanges 
of persons and a greater willingness to print 
the facts in the daily press will help build 

· understanding .between the peoples of all 
nations. · -

It is essential I believe that in the months 
ahead we view Soviet proposals for disarma
ment with a healthy skepticism. The an
nouncement a few days ago that the Soviet 
Union planned to reduce .its armed forces 
by 640,000 men Is indeed welcome. It may 
b_e the "earnest of good intentions" which 
is needed in the interests .of the .further 
reduction of international tension. But we 
mus~ rememl;ler that . during tlle last. year . 
the United States reduced it.s own armed 
forces by some 600,000 ·men without the 
flurry of propaganda that his accompanied 
the · Soviet announcement. It must be re
membered that the total strength of Soviet 
forces is not known l:)ut that it is estimated 
that there are still close to 5 million men 
in those forces and tha~ they are augmented 
by some 1,250,000" men tn the satellite na
tions. The number.still-largely exceeds those 
under arms in NATO. ,_ '- · · 

It would be a fatal mistake at this time 
for the NATO nations to slacken their ef
forts to maintain and develop · their defen
sive posture. We must remain strong while 
we seek in goOd -faith a. feasible, reliable, 
foolpr.oof methOd of reducing the burden and 
the dangers of armament . . 

The heritage we guard is not our own. It 
is the heritage of individual freedom. bUllt 
on the sacrifices of our forebears an:d to be 
cherished and passed on to our children. We 
have a continuity of fl"eedom to maintain it 
we are to be true to our trust. 

Despite our deepest desires. it would be a. 
most grievous mistake for us to accept with
out the most searching inquiry the sweetness 
and light that has exud.00. in -the last few 
weeks .tr.om the Soviet Union. We must not 
without further proof accept it as an 1ndi~ 
cation of a profound change of hear~. As 
was remarked recently, it is toughness in 
deeds, not words. that count.s . . We must not 
hastily rec84>t the very . policies that have 
finally brought home to the Soviet leaders 
the dangerous 'ground. they tread. · · 

While Soviet foreign policy can be changed 
overnight, the pi>llcles of free nations based 
on :the fundamental desire o! their people 
to est,ablls_b, a world o! peace and security 
in which 1nd1-vlduaµ _ ~~~om_ m,ay ~ive, 
cannot be a will-o'-the-wisp policy. A free 
nation cannot chart .its course by the light 
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of each- passing -ship.- It must not · co:nfuse 
tl}.e light of the passing ship w1th a star .. Its . 
foreign policy must be based on tlre verit~b1e . 
truths that freedom is hard 'to achieve,. and 
easy to lose-that actions speak louder· than 
words-and ~that man must be master of . the : 
state, .not lts serirant. 

, Th.ere can be. no doubt that the ,United : 
StatElS .1n reversing tP.e policy held by na
tipns; "to the victor be~ongs the spoils," to 
tJ;le policy "to- the victor belongs the obliga- : 
tion to reconstruct," was searching for a way · 
t6- peace: The United States ·wm continue : 
to search for a met:Q.O<f. to reduce lnterna• · 
tfonal tension, to reduce armament, to eon
tr-01 atomic weapons, hoping that a way to . 
peace will open up. . 

Last spring President 'Eisenhower .created _ 
a po.st i:tr the· Qabinet of the United etates : 
charged ·with~ the one duty of . tlevelopi~g : 
practical disarmament proposals. He put -in . 
cparge o;f that operation the .man who- for ~ 
the past 3 years has been charged with full . 
responsibility for our mutual assistance · 
program. 

Even earller, the President proposed that 
steps be taken to break the stalemate in the 
control of atomic energy by his plan to pro
ceed with the exchange of information.on the 
peaceful uses of atomic energy. As evid~nce 
of our good faith we have offered to give fis
sionable material to an international atomic 
authority. 

And most rece.ntly at Geneva; President 
Eisenhower ·in the utmost candor proposed a. 
system- of air inspection of air ·bases, ports, 
and rail centers, which might be used as 
bases for the launching of surprise attack. I 
have -noted in the press of the last few days 
that General Twining, the highest ranking . 
Air Force officer in the .United States-a 
member of our joint chiefs of staff-has. en
dorsed the proposal, thus ·~ indicating the 
seriousness with which we have entered upon 
implementing the President's . proposal. I 
am-sure that at the .forthcoming meeting _of 
the Disarmament Commission in New York 
we will see !urther elaboration of this plan. 

Finally, the resolution before us rec
ommends to the various parliaments that 
they keep themselves properly informed on 
the progress of disarmament negotiations and. 
keep the publlc of their countries informed 
of progress in the field. The United States . 
Senate this past .session created a special 
Committee to study proposals for disarma
ment. That Committee, of which I am a 
member, will not only keep ipself informed 
of developments in the field of disarmament, 
but it will actively and vigorously seek, in_ 
cooperation with the President, to develop 
fresh approaches to the control of these 
weapons which threaten mankind. 

. We are deadly in earnest in our search for 
a peaceful world. While, a.s I have indicated, 
the American peqple view recent Soviet turn- , 
abouts with a certain skepticism, we will 
spare no effort in trying to find ways to 
reduce armaments. 

Fellow delegates, I would not want my 
candor · in these remarks to be construed as 
indicating undue pessimism with the state· 
of the world and the prospects for disarma
ment. . Alexis de Tocqueville, the French 
philosopher of the last century who wrote 
so undez:standingly of democracy in America, 
said that without common beliefs no so
ciety· .can exist. Common beliefs· are basic. 
to a cohesive society. . 
· I believe we may now be in the process o! 
developing common understandings that· can 
be the basis of the peaceful. 9.evelopment 
of an international community. We now un .. 
derstand that modern war does not merely 
thr~t.en mankind. it can destroy mankind. 
This ls a situation comprehensible not only 
to good men, but to bad men. It is com
prehensible to democracies and to dictator
ships, tc;> free m~n ~ to m,el'.l 1~ politlct\J, 
bondage. Will the fear of destruction beget 
the wisdom to outlaw war? Will mankind 

broaden his~horizon to see the grander view 
o:f peace?' ~ - · · · .. 

!;>resident Eisenhower' has stated that · 
"there is no ~alternativ.e · t@ peace." It is the 
basis of Sir Winston Churcill's remarks .that -
tHe·terror "of atomic w~apons 'WilI force peace 
upon us. 

Despite my admonitions and skepticism, 
we m.ay be in the pr.aces~ · of achieving what , 
the scientists describe as a "breakthrough." _ 
As a result of the fear of war and. mankind'& ~ 
search for a broader .view.,, the way: may open 
up. We must now seek to exploit . every -; 
opportunity to reach a modus vivendi-an 
understanding:._which wlll make it possible 
for mankind to resume his often interrupted 
climb towarq the good -lifer 

I believe I -speak for the· American people 
wp.en I say that my-country will never cease 
in its search for peace- with freedom. -

The words of a great common man of the 
people, Abraham Lincoln, come to mind: 
"The dogmas of the quiet past are inadequate 
for the stormy present." · 

Go1 grant that the ·nations will breed lead
ers who will recognize the truth of this 
statement as applicable to the changed and 
changing world of today. 

· The B"ame Amert.can poet that I quoted in 
the beginning wrote: · 

"New occasions teach new duties, 
Time makes ancient creeds uncouth; 

They must upward still and onward 
Who would keep abreast of Truth, 

And serenely down the future 
See the thought of men incline 

To the side of perfect justice 
~nd to God's supreme design." 

--James Russell Lowell. 

Glossary of Terms Used To Keep the 
Wheels Turning in Government and 
Industry 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. CARL HINSHAW 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN.THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, February 23, 1956 

:Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Speaker, under 
leave to extend my remarks in the REC
ORD, I include the f-ollowing glossary of · 
terms used to keep the wheels turning in
Government and industry: 

Program: Any assignment that can
not be completed with one phone call. 

Channels: The trail left by-interoffice 
memos. 

Coordinator: The guy who has a desk 
between two expediters. 

Consultant or expert: Any ordinary 
guy in ore than ·50 miles a way o I 

Under consideration: Never heard of 
it. 

Under active consideration: . We are 
looking in the tiles for it. 

Conference~ Where conversation is· 
substituted for the dreartness of labor· 
and the loneliness of thought. 

Committee: A means for evading re
sponsibility. 

Board: First, made of wood; second, 
long and narrow; and, third, sometimes 
warped. ' 

Reliable source: The guy you just met. 
Informed source: The ' guy who just 

told the-guy yO\fjust ·met. 
Unimpeachable source: The guy 'who 

started the rumor originally. 
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Make a survey: Need more time to 
think of an answer. 

Note and initial: Spread the responsi
bility. 

Clarification: Fill in the background 
with so many details that the foreground 
goes underground. 

Check the files: Ask the janitor to 
look through yesterday's sweepings. 

Finalize: Scratch gravel to cover 
errors. 

Bill ~f Rights Day 

EX:TENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. VICTOR L. ANFUSO , 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, February 23, 1958 

Mr. ANFUSO. Mr. Speaker, on June 
30, 1955, I introduced a joint resolution 
to establish December 15 of each year 
as Bill of Rights Day, since ratification 
of that historic document took place on 
December 15, 1791. This year we shall 
celebrate the 165th anniversary of this 
historic event. 

The resolution-House Joint Resolu
tion 367-has been ref erred to the Ju- · 
dic_iary Com~ittee, but th¥.s: far _no ac:
tion has been taken. I trust the com
mittee will take the necessary action so 
that the Nation can celebrate the event 
beginning with this year. The resolu- · 
tion authorizes the President to issue a 
proclamation ·each year setting aside· 
December 15 as an occasion for public 
celebration, urging the display of the 
American flag on all public buildings, 
and inviting th.e American people to ob
serve the day with ~ppropriate cere
monies. 

The idea was first suggested to me by 
Mr. Vincent Rossini, a New York news
paperman, who foti11ded the _American 
Bill of Rights Day Association on De
_cember 15, 194°1. The association :ls still . 
very active and Mr. Rossini is its di
rector. In a pamphlet published by the 
association, the origin of the idea is 
tr.aced as follows: · 

It was at the NUIA convention, on Sep-
. tember 24, 1938, when there was offered an 

honor scroll to Gov. HERBERT H. LEHMAN, 
that Mr. V. Rossini, inspired by Mr. LEH• , 
MAN'S speech; spoke on the Bill of Rights, 
and informed the audience of his sponsor
ship for a national holiday to pe called Bill 
of Rights Day. 

In fact, the NUIA, a well-known organiza
tion, dedicated and pledged to the perpe.tu
ation of the American principles, on Decem
ber 14, 1940, passed a resolution-which was · 
introduced at the 1939 annual convention, 
with Lieutenant Governor Poletti as presid· 
ing officer-~-to promote a movement to have 
the 15th day of December each year declared 
a national legal holiday, to be known as Bill 
of Rights Day. 

The American Bill of Rights Day Asso
ciation adopted a fundamental resolu-.. 
tion in 1941 calling on Congress and the 
legislatures of the 48 ~tates to pass .a law 
declaring December 15 as Bill of Rights 
Day. 

The signers of the above resolution 
were: Gov. Charles Poletti, Judge Mat
thew J. Diserio, Judge · Anthony J. Di 
Giovanni, Ada Bess, Rosina Martella, 
Hon. Victor L. Anfuso, Ada Kellogg 
Krammer, Albert Clausi, Hon. Nicholas 
Rossi, John Martignetti, Nicola Perillli, 
saverio Monachino~ Lillian Mule, Mi .. 
chael Farinola, Antonio Squillante, 
Mamie Casablanca, Vincent Rossini, Jo
seph Susca, Arturo Egitto, and Mildred 
D. Wilcox. 

One December 15, 1941, the first ob .. 
servance of the Bill of Rights Day was 
held at the Memorial Hall of the YWCA, 
in Brooklyn under the auspices of the 
NUIA. Principal speakers were: Hon. 
Matthew J. Diserio, judge advocate of 
the American Legion, New York County, 

· and deputy commissioner of the city de-· 
partment of sanitation; Mr. Vincent 
Rossini, founder of the Bill of Rights 
Day. Presiding officer. was Mrs. Henry 
Fl. Kramer, chairman committee of man
agement International Institute of 
YWCA, assisted by the officers of the 
Sgt. James Bealin Post of King's County, 
American Legion. 

Statement of Hon. Thomas P. O'Neill, Jr., 
of- Massachusetts, on Proposal To 
Amend Longshoremen' s and Harbor 
Workers' Compensation Act 

--·- ·-
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

OF 

HON. THOMAS l>. O'NEILL, JR. 
OF· MASSACHUSETTS 

IN THE ,HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, February 23, 1956 

Mr. O'NEIIL. Mr. Speaker, under 
leave to extend my remarks, I wish to 
place in the RECORD a copy of my state
ment before the House Committee on 
Education and Labor on legislation to 
amend the Longshoremen's and Harbor 
Workers' Compensation Act. 

· As a Representative from Boston, 
Mass., one of the major established sea
ports of our country, I have had more 
opportunity than most of you to observe 
the working conditions, and to really 
know and appreciate the problems of 
our longshore and harbor workers. For 
many years, both as a representative in · 
the State Legislature of Massachusetts, 
and as a Member of the Congress of the 
United States, I have worked for recog
nition and sympathetic understanding 
of the difficult, dangerous, and yet vi
tally essential wo:r;k which they perform. 
They are a most deserving group, and 
their interests have long been close to 
my heart. 

I feel that the amendments provided 
for in my bill, H. R. 9147, are long over
due. It is my hope that you, my col .. 
leagues, will assist me to secure prompt 
and favorable action. 

Mr. Chairman, the committee has before 
it several bills proposing to amend the 
·Longshoremen's and Harbor Workers' Com
pensation Act. I have before the committee 
my own bill, H. R. 9147, which is similar to 
s. 2280, the Magnuson-Morse bill, which 

passed the Senate during the 1st session of 
the 84th Congress. 

H. R. 9147 would amend the Longshore
men's and Harbor Workers' Compensation 
Act for the first time since 1948. These 
hard-working men who earn their livelihood 
on the docks, piers, and ships, perform the 
second most hazardous occupation in our 
economy. The statistics show only logging 
to be more dangerous. 

I am one who believes in the principle 
that the worker ls entitled to a family sav
ing wage; 1. e., in time of sickness, injury, 
or unemployment, the employee's average 
wage should be such that his savings would 
permit him to carry his household in .the 
accustomed manner until his compensation 
funds came due. Unfortunately, this ts not 
the case in this industry, and _is the con
sequent urg.ent need for section 1 of the 
legislation of which I am the spo'nsor. ' 

Section 1 of H. R. 9147 recommends that 
the waiting period be shortened from 7 to 
3 days, which ls in line with the Federal 
Employees' Compensation Act. It also pro
poses to raise the weekly maximum benefit 
to $50, and provides for a minimum of $20 
per week. This amends the current inade
quate $35 per week ~aximum ceiling which 
was established in 1948. The value of the 
$35 per week maximum has decreased sub
stantially as the cost of living has increased. 

In addition, H. R. 9147 proposes an in
crease in the schedules of indemnities in 
cases of partial disability, permanent in 
quality, and would repeal the present ceil-
ing on death benefits. . 

I realize that the members of this com
mittee have listened to many witnesses. 
have gone into this matter fully, and are 
aware of the many defects· ancl inadequacies 
in the present law. ·· Having -acquired the 
knowledge of the longshoremen you now 
possess, it is my earnest - desire that the' 
committee will also hear H. R. 833 on safety 
in longshore and harbor work. As the spon
sor of this bill, which provides for safety in 
longshore and harbor work through a sys
tem of safety rules and regulations, I wish 
to advise the committee that it is my con
viction the legislation is just, sound, equi
table, and urgent, and it is my hope that you 
will see fit to work for its enactment. 

' The REA-Yesterday and Today 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. HAROLD D. COOLEY 
OF NORTH CAROLINA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, February 23, 1956 
Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Speaker, our dis_. 

tinguished colleague, Hon. W. R. PoAGE, 
pf Texas, addressed the National Rural 
Electric Cooperative Association in its 
national meeting at St. Louis on January 
25. What he had to say is worthy of 
the attention of all of us who have 
watched the great contribution REA has 
made to America's free enterprise sys~ 
tern in the last two decades. 

Mr. PoAGE, as a member of the House 
Committee on Agriculture, has had a 
large part in promoting this very impor
tant program that turned on the lights 
in millions of rural homes in America, 
and that has brought to these homes the 
freedom from drudgery, the conven
iences and the comforts that hitherto 
were shared and enjoyed only by the peo
ple of our towns and cities. 

'. 
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I want to commend. Mr. PoAGE for the · 

great contribution he has ·made to REA, 
and I ask unanimous coll$ent that the 
text of his address be printed in the 
RECORD. 

There being no objection, the address 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD., 
as follows: · 

Ladies and gentleman~ it has been a num
ber of years since I have had the opportunity 
t .o meet with the men and women from all . 
over Jµnerica who have done so much to 
improve rural life--the men and women who 
have built the great rural electric service sys
tems of the United States. Probably no
where in the history . of the world can we 
find a parallel to the electrification of the 
American farm. And to you, the leaders of 
the local rural electric cooperatives from· 
Puget Sound to the Straits of Florida, · I 
unhesitatingly give the credit. Others have 
indeed come into the picture _since you 
showed that it was a practicable and profita
ble undertaking, but they stood aside when 
the whole field was theirs for the taking. 
You led the way; others followed. · 

It is with real pleasure that I return to 
one of your great conventions. It is a real 
inspiration to work with this group. In it 
are some of my finest and closest. friends. I 
am proud of every one of you. Had I not 
been, I am sure I would never have agreed 
to leave the great agricultural price fight 
in Congress and to come here and speak on 
the subject assigned to me this. afternoon. 

On the other hand, had you been any other 
than the sincerely dedicated group of public
spirited citizens which you are, you would 
have never asked anyone to speak on the 
rural-telephone program. You could have 
smugly passed it by. You could have talked 
only of your great and praiseworthy achieve
ments in the field of electrification. That is 
your especial responsibility. You need not 
bother with the problems of getting tele
phone service for farmers; that is, you would 
not need to do so were it not for the same 
spirit which makes you co-op managers sit 
up nights trying to figure out ways whereby 
you can take lights 2 long miles up the creek 
to a lonely cabin which will never pay more 
than a minimum bill, the same spirit which 
has made hundreds of you board members 
give the co-op more of your time than you 
are able to give to your own business, this 
same spirit forces you, and I believe it forces 
me, to do what we can to lend a hand to the 
rural-telephone program. 

That program needs a hand. The act of 
Congress authorizing the REA to make tele
phone loans has helped. It has helped the 
situation even more than most of you know, 
bu,t to b~ a .success, the telephone program 
needs enthusiasm and cooperation even more 
than the electric program ever needed it. 
We started the rural-electric program just 
as farm income began to move upward from 
the depth of the depression. The telephone 
pro~ram had hardly gotten off the ground, 
as it were, when the terrible and relentless 
price squeeze began to paralyze the farmer. 
We started the electric work with a program 
for which we can expect at least 95 percent 
acceptance when economic conditions are 
fav.ora~le. _'.I'he telephone program can never 
expect connections to reach more than pos
sibly three-fourths of our rural home5, even 
in the most prosperous times. Most people 
look upon electricity as ~ necessity to be re
tained and paid for even after they have lost 
the family automobile. Many people look 
upon a telephone as a luxury to be · taken 
.out when the going gets bard. 

We would, .therefore, be unrealistic .as well 
as unfair if we were to expect too much of 
the rural-telephone program. But let us 
see just what ~as been do~e and what ne~ 

most ·to -be done that we may the better 
appraise the needs of the .future: 

In order to see what the rural telephone , 
program. has done, we must in all fairness. 
go back to the time when we began talking 
about REA financing of telephone lines. We 
must do this because we recognized then, as 
we recognize now, that one of the greatest 
contributions of the REA telephorw program 
would be the momentum wh~ch it would give 
to nonborrowers to improve and extend their 
own rural systems. I recall that during the 
fight to pass the rural telephone bill, I re
peatedly made the statement that I expected 
such legislation to be of far more help from 
the standpoint of inducing the private tele
phone systems that theretofore had refused 
to give any appreciable rural service, to ex
tend and improve that service. Of course, it 
worked out exactly that way. For 20 years 
prior to the discussion of an REA financed 
rural telephone system, the number of rural 
phones in America had dropped steadily 
from 2,498,493 in 1920 to 1,526,954 in 1940. 
Very few of the independent telephone com
panies were putting in any new rural lines 
and, of course, the farfiung Bell System was 
concentrating on the higher returns to be 
found in the great cities and in the long line 
service, but once the REA telephone sys
tem was proposed and a bill introduced in 
Congress, even the Bell System undertook to 
forestall the passage of legislation by con
structing lines which it had just a few 
months earlier declared unfeasible. 

During the fall and winter of 1948-49, 
this legislation was pending in the House of 
Representatives. The Southwestern Bell 
Telephone Co., which operates the exchange 
in my hometown of Waco, was refusing to 
accept new city subscribers on the theory 
that the switchboard facilities at Wa.co were 
inadequate to care for any more connections. 
Of course, this was but the predicate for 
one of their periodic drives for higher rates. 
Strangely enough, each time the big tele
phone companies increase the efficiency of 
their plant, they increase the charges to the 
public. Be that as it may, the Southwest
ern Bell picked this peculiar time to vastly 
expand its rural service in the country sur
rounding Waco. Hundreds of telephones 
were connected in the rural areas of the 
county. They all went on the overloaded 
switchboard of Waco. I think it is but fair 
to attribute this and similar activity 
throughout the country to the pendency of 
the REA legislation. 

Since this legislation was passed, this same 
Bell affiliate has been extremely anxious to 
extend its rural lines in another one of my 
counties where there are two privately owned 
REA-financed independent companies try
ing . to provide rural coverage, but in still a 
third county of my district where there has 
been very little possibility of any well
financed new telephone development, the 
Bell people have been completely unwilling 
to give any appreciable new rural service. 
I have asked them why. Their answer has 
simply been that they weren't ready to de
velop the territory. Somehow or another 
they never seem to get ready to develop any 
territory until somebody else offers to de-
velop it. · 

Let us, therefore, start with 1945 when 
there were about the same number of rural 
phones as in 1940--roughly a million and a 
half. By the time REA actually was making 
telephone loans in 1950, there were probably 
2 million rural telephones in the United 
States. Today, there are about 27'2 million 
rural telephones which means that almost 
exactly 50 percent of the farms of America 
today have telephone service, and, of course, 
the service is available to a good many more 
who simply feel they can't atfor~ to pay the 
necessary rates. Probably more than half of 
thes~ rural homes "t;hat hav_e telephone serv-

ice have modern service, so we can say that 
while the picture is not all , bad, neither . 
have we begun to approach a solution of the 
problem. 

At the same time, we are reminded that in 
February 1949, speaking on behalf of the 
In~~pendent Telephone Association, Col. 
Willlam C. Henry stated: -
. "There is now available, without construc

tion charges -t;o the subscriber, rural tele
phone service to between 80 and 85 percent · 
of the occupied farms of the United States. 
Adequate rural telephone service is not a 
national problem." 

At the same congressional hearing, Mr. 
E. M. Widen, of the Southwestern Bell Co .• 
of this city, said: 

"If let alone, there is no question in my 
mind but that this problem will be met by 
my company and other telephone compa
nies." 

Most of the older delegates here today will 
recognize a striking similarity between these 
statements and those of Mr. Neff who, in 
speaking for the private power companies in 
1935 said that the job of rural electrification 
was then practically complete. 

As a matter of interest, I think we should 
observe that the loan part of the telephone 
program· has moved rather more rapidly 
than some of us had supposed. At the end 
of the first 5 years of electric loans, REA 
had committed $369 million. At tlle end of 
5 years of telephone loans, it had approved 
$275 million. Of course, these figures are 
somewhat like comparing bales of cotton with 
bushels of corn, but it does indicate that 
the privately owned telephone companies 
cannot sit complacently by and ai:sume that 
their stranglehold on territory which they 
do not serve will never be challenged. And 
that, tp my mind, is one of the most impor
tant features of the whole program. 

It is very true that I would feel that the 
situation were much better if more of these 
loan funds had actually been advanced to the 
borrower. Only about one-half of this 
money has, as of this date, been actually 
turned over to the borrowers for construc
tion. Likewise, I would feel better if a 
somewhat larger percentage of these loans 
were going to farmer-owned cooperatives. 
As of December 31, 1955, loan allocations had 
been made to 226 commercial companies and 
to 189 cooperatives. Just over half of the 
money was advanced for new construction, 
most of the remainder for improvements. 
Again, of the 606,000 subscribers to be served 
by these outstanding loans, just over one
half, 310,000, will be new subscribers while 
296,000 will be customers who had some kind 
?f telephone service but who are now to get 
improved, modern service. 

While the record of repayments of tele
phone loans is not as good as that of the 
electric systems, it is certainly not a record 
of which we need be ashamed. As of No
vember 30, 1955, there were 24 delinquent 
borrowers. They owed $527,398, but against 
this,-we must note that other borrowers had 
paid $112,300 in advance of the due date. 
Most of these delinquencies seem to be due 
to the fact that the original telephone loans 
were, in most cases, made before it was pos
sible to secure equipment and before it was 
possible to establish an earning base on the 
funds borrowed. I believe that REA has 
largely corrected this situation and that we 
can reasonably hope that the record of the 
next 5 years will be much more favorable. 

And what of the needs of the future? 
Can we by legislation? Can we by admin
istration? Can we, in any other way, increase 
the efficiency and the progress of the rural 
telephone program? I have no magic for
mula. In 1944, the Agriculture Committee of 
the House was able to so revise the basic -REA 
legislation that the electric co-ops were given 
a longer amortization period, a guaranteed 
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low-interest rate, and the assurance of effec
tive help in solving their engineering and 
operating problems. There is no such oppor
tunity to come to the aid o~ the telephone 
borrowers at this time. I have inquired both 
of borrowers and of the REA as to what, if 
any,' legislation Congress should pass in order 
to be helpful. I stand ready-and I know 
the majority of the Agriculture Committee 
of the -House stands ready-to sponsor any 
sound and reasonable legislation that may 
be needed. Frankly, there have been very 
few suggestions made for legislative changes. 
Possibly this convention may want to offer 
suggestions. If it does, I can assure you that 
they will be well received. · 

What, then, .of the administration .of the 
act? Certainly some of our ablest telephone 
people have contributed to the administra
tion of the program. Certainly both Claude 
Wickard who launched this program, and 
Ancher Nelsen who now directs it, have been 
anxious and determined to bring telephones 
to our farm folks just as far as they could. 
I am not here to criticize or condemn anyone, 
but since it is much easier to sit on the 
outside and tell someone else how his busi
ness should be run, then it is to actually 
accept the responsibility for running it, and 
since I am prone to take the easy course, I 
think that we should at least consider the 
possibility that we might be able to improve 
this program by applying some of the tech
niques that were successful in the case of 
rural electrification. 

Fundamentally, it seems to me that our 
present telephone program does not have 
the crusading spirit that was associated with 
the early days of the electric program. I 
have tried to determine why this is lacking. 
I believe that basically it is lacking because 
the farmers simply have not felt that this 
telephone program was their program as they 
did in the case of the electric program. 

Now, I am not here to say that I think 
that REA should make all its loans .to coop
eratives or even that it should undertake to 
see that cooperatives handle the bulk of the 
business. I look upon farmer cooperatives 
simply as a means of getting something done 
that someone else won't do at a reasonable 
price and with reasonable efficiency. There 
can never be much public demand for an 
REA financed rural telephone cooperative 
in an area where a commercial company is 
providing adequate coverage and satisfactpry 
service at reasonable prices. There would 
never have been a single rural electric coop
erative had the power companies of America 
met the reasonable needs of the rural areas 
for electricity. It would not be necessary to 
organize another rural telephone cooperative 
in the United States if the existing telephone 
companies would overnight provide the need
ed service . at reasonable prices, but they 
haven't' done it, and I have no reason to 
believe they will do it without the nudge 
that these farmer-.owned cooperatives give 
them. On the other hand, I realize the 
farmer-owned cooperatives need the compe
tition of the privately owned commercial 
companies: When you and I were working · 
to get the electric cooperatives established,' 
REA was giving us every kind of help that 
it could in connection with organization 
and management of the cooperatives. I 
think we need that kind of aggressive assist
ance right now. I fear that REA is not 
giving it. 

The telep~one problem is more difficult 
than the electric problem and the telephone 
companies are even more obstinate and, in 
many cases, more reactionary and less in
clined to give service than were the electric 
companies 20 years ago. This is understand
able because Of the even greater monot><>lY 
that exists in the telephone field than is 
found in the highly monopolized electric 
field. The American Teleph0ne & Tele-

graph Co. 1s the largest corporation in the . 
world. It controls about 80 percent of all 
of our telephones in the United States and 
it controls an even larger percentage of the 
long-distance lines. 

The so-called independents who carried on 
a long, bitter-and almost successful
fight against the establishment of an E.EA 
financing system for rural lines have in 
many cases been even less cooperative with 
the needs of the people than the Bell Sys
tem. I am delighted that some of their 
members have recently seen fit to avail them
selves of REA ·financing. I ' welcome them 
into the fold of REA borrowers, but I would 
say to them as I would say to the farmer
owned cooperatives: I don't want to see any 
one segment of the industry obtain a monop-. 
oly. I believe the whole great work of the 
REA rests on the fact that it has been able 
over the years to prevent the development 
of monopoly in the electric field. I want to 
see the same thing prevented in the tele
phone field. One of the ways to do this is 
to keep a substantial balance between com
mercial companies and farmer-owned co
operatives. To keep this balance, it seems 
to me that the REA should give the same 
kind of cooperation and help to the tele
phone cooperatives which was accorded to 
the electric cooperatives ln years past. 

Along much the same lines, it seems to me 
that there may be room for substantially 
more research and development of telephone 
equipment and facilities than there has been 
by REA. Again referring to the early days 
of the electric system, REA carried on the 
r.esearch needed to materially lower the cost 
of rural systems. That research was just 
as helpful to the private power companies 
as it was to the cooperatives, although In the 
beginning most of the private power com
panies opposed it. I have a feeling that to
day the private telephone equipment com
panies don't want REA to conduct this kind 
of research. I think it is one of the great 
obligations of that lending agency. · 

Two highly controversial 'fields for a pos
sible speeding up of the telephone work 
present them.selves: Both involve a compro
mise of the ideal with the practical question 
of costs to the farmers. One lies in the re
duction of. the so-called equity require
ments. Frankly, I don't know how far we 
should go. I realize that telephone connec
tions are not as stable as electric connec
tions. i realize we must haye some local 
investment before we can ~xpect the Govern
ment to advance the money for entire riew 
plants. This problem of equity investment 
is possibly more serious with the farmer
owned cooperatives than with the commer
cial companies. Commercial companies or
dinarily have some substantial equity either 
in money or in kind, but in the case .of 
the . cooperatives, the present regulation 
usually simply means that they must col
lect $50 per prospective subscriber in . cash. 
This is a far greater sum than I as a house
holder have to put up as a deposit with any 
utility company-either in Waco or in Wash
ington. I have at leas't wondered if it might 
not be feasible to require each subscriber 
to . furnish his own instrument-of course, 
buying the instrument from the local coop
erative-and to provide that should the sub
scriber discontinue the service, . that the in
strument would be reconveyed to the coop
erative with appropriate and rather substan
tial depreciation deducted. 

The second closely related field of possible 
acceleration of the program seems to me to 
involve the question of the quality of sel"v
ice. We all want good service. We want 
the best we can pay for, but may it not 
be that a great many of our people who 
cannot pay for the kind of telephone service 
that is given here in St. Louis might be 
able and glad to pay for something, possibly , 
a little better than the fenceline service that 

we used to hav.e when I was a boy, but still 
something less than the best? I know that 
I would like to have a Cadillac automobile. 
I am sure it is a good car and doubtless 
worth the money-if you have the money, 
but I have never owned a Cadillac. I do 
own a Chevrolet and I do get a great deal 
of pleasure out of it. Maybe we are trying 
to force all of the rural people of America 
to . buy Cadillac phone service when their 
h1come won't afford it. If we are really in
terested in wide coverage, we better give 
some thought to the statistics on the lim
ited number of Cadillacs as contrasted with 
the number of Chevrolets and Fords in the 
United States. 
. Again, I confess that I am not expressing 

any matured or well-thought-out conclu
sions. I am simply offering a suggestion for 
consideration. . 

I think, however, that I can, without fear 
of contradiction, put my finger on the one 
single factor · which more than any other 
has retarded-and still retards-the develop
ment of rural telephone. That is the tragic 
inadequacy of farm income. If every Amer
ican farmer were making $10,000 a year or 
up, we would need no Government lending 
program; rural telephone service would be so 
profitable that even the most conservative 
commercial companies would seek to furnish 
it. The latest figures indicate that the aver
age farm income is only about $913 per year. 
This means that vast numbers of farmers 
who should be consumers of their own local 
telephone systems simpiy can't afford the 
convenience of a telephone, regardless of the 
fact that they may even now have telephone 
wires across their front yard. 

Farm income, or the _ lack of it, is unques
tionably the most pressing economic problem 
at this time confronting America. It limits 
your business-electric as well as telephone. 
It adversely affects the REA's collection rec
ords. It is beginning to throw men out of 
work in the implement and equipment fac
tories of St. Louis, and sooner or later, it is 
certain, if . not corrected, to lead our high~ 
flying economy over the same kind of brink 
which so nearly ruined us in 1929. No one 
knows how long we can "free wheel" down 
the road. We did it for 7 or 8 years in the 
twenties. We have done it for 3 years during 
the fifties. Maybe we can do it for several 
years to come, maybe we are already on the 
brink as we were in the spring and summer 
of 1929-I do not know, but this I do know
that unless we improve farmer income the 
rest of our great economic edifice is sure 
to fall. 

Nor has the Department of Agriculture or 
the administration offered us any clear or 
effective program for an immediate increase 
in the price of the things farmers grow. 

But I resolved that I would not talk any 
politics at this convention. · 

The only way I know of to keep that reso
lution is to stop-so thank you one and all, 

Don't Let- the House Be Fooled 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. JAMES ROOSEVELT 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, February 23, 1956 
Mr. ROOSEVELT. Mr. Speaker, the 

impression seems to have been growing 
that there -is a vast difference between 
the upper Colorado storage project bill 
passed by the . Sena.te < S. 500) and the 
measure soon to be considered by . the 

· 1· 
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House, H. R. 3383. The following table 
is taken ftom the committee report 

which clearly indicates the falsity of 
this impression: 

THE RUSSIAN CHALLENGE CAN BE MET 

S. 500 (Senate) s. 500 (House) and H. R. 3383 

In his budget message on January 16 
this year the President recommended a 
modest increase in appropriations for the 
educational-exchange programs of the 
Department of State which, he said, 
"constitute a basic element of our long
term effort to attain a better mutual un
derstanding with other peoples of the 
world. These programs bring to this 
country leaders of public opinion and fa
cilitate the mutual exchange of stu
dents, teachers, and research scholars. 
In addition to appropriated funds, part 
of the foreign currencies . received from 
the sale of surplus agricultural commodi
ties abroad will be used to meet certain 
overseas costs of educational exchange." 

Power and storage dams _________ _ Glen Canyon, Echo Park, Flaming 
Gorge, Curecanti, Juniper, Navaho. 

Central Utab1 Emery County, Flor
ida, Gooseoerry Hammond La 
Barge, Lyman, Paonia, Pine River 
extension, Seedskadee, Silt, Smith 
Fork. 

G~~tf~~~~ho~laming Gorge, Cur&-
Centrai Utah, Emery County, Florida, 

Hammond, La Barge, Lyman, 
Paonia, Pine River extension, Seed
skadee, Silt, Smith Fork. 

Participating irrigation projects 
(authorized), 

Participating irrigation projects 
(conditionally authorized). 

San Juan-Chama.:.. Navah~ Parshall, 
Troublesome, .«abbit .t<;ar, Eagle 
Divide, Woody Creek, West Divide, 
Bluestone, Battlement Mesa, 
Tomichi Creek, East River, Ohio 
Creek, Fruitland Mesa, Bostwick 
Park, Grand Mesa, Dallas Creek, 
Savery-Pot Hook, Dolores, Fruit 
Growers extension, Sublette. 

Gooseberry, San Juan-Chama Navaho, 
Parshall, Troublesome, Rabbit Ear, 
Eagle Divide, Woody Creek West 
Divide, BluestoneJ3attlemen t Mesa, 
Tomich! Creek, .ll<ast River, Ohio 
Creek, Fruitland Mesa, Bostwick 
Park, Grand Mesa, Dallas Creek, 
Savery-Pot Hook, Dolores, Fruit 
Growers extension, Sublette, Animas
La Plata. · 

This table clearly shows that as to 
projects, there is only this difference be
tween the bills: The Senate has author
ized the Echo Park and Juniper Dams 
and also the Gooseberry project, while 
the House version eliminates Echo Park 
and Juniper Dams arid conditionally au
thorizes the Gooseberry project. 

There are certain other minor details 
in which the bills differ but their objec
tives remain essentially the same and in 
particular the projects contemplated for 
the development of water and power in 
the upper Colorado Basin are exactly 
similar. 

However, of the greatest impcrtance, 
and I doubly emphasize, should the 
House pass the measure which· will come 
before it, it is obvious that the principal 

, matter for the conferees to settle will be 
the three projects-Echo Park and Juni
per Dams and the Gooseberry project. 
Most important of these, of course, is 
Echo Park. The question I would pose 
is: Should the House act favorably on 
the pending bill? What assurance have 
we that Echo Park and the other projects 
authorized in the Senate bill will not be 
restored to the House bill in conference? 
This becomes especially important in 
view of the fact that the Senate refused 
to eliminate Echo Park by a vote of 52 
to 30 and would there! ore undoubtedly 
insist on its inclusion. It would there
fore seem to be a complete delusion for 
any Member to feel that merely because 
Echo Park has been eliminated.from the 
House version that this means that it will 
not be included ultimately in the legis
lation. 

What's Wrong With Our Propaganda?
Is USIA Adequately Answering the 
Voice of the Kremlin? 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. FRANK THOMPSO~, JR. 
OF NEW JERSEY 

IN THE HOJ]SE OJ;i' REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, February 23, 1956 

Mr. THOMPSON of New Jersey. Mr. 
Speaker, the New York Times of Febru
ary 22, 1956, carried an article by one of 
its foreign correspondents, C. L. Sulz
berger, which asks "What's Wrong With 
Western Propaganda?'' 

The President's budget request for 
. Writing from Berlin,- Germany, Mr. these strategic and highly important 

Sulzberger states that F. Bowen Evans~ educational-exchange programs of the 
in a study of Russian propaganda, con- Department of State which, in the Presi
cludes that the U. S. S. R. employs dent's own words, "constitute a basic 
375,000 full-time and 2,100,000 part-time element of our long-term effort to attain 
propagandists. He says the Bolshevik a better mutual understanding with · 
Party maintains 6,000 special schools for other peoples of the world" is being con
training professional agents in that field. sidered by the Appropriations Committee 
Former Senator William Benton, who re- of the House of Representatives. 
cently visited the Soviet Union, prepared In my statement to the House Appro .. 
some observations on "the voice of the priations Committee on Tuesday, Febru .. 
Kremlin" for the Encyclopaedia Brit- ary 21, 1956, I said that I could not per
annica's 1956 Book of the Year. Benton sonally attest to the exact amount of 
writes: money needed for this important pro-

At its most ambitious, the aim of Soviet gram. The President's budget request 
propaganda is so daring that we in the West is for $20 million. I am sure that this is 
can hardly compre}:lend it; so to condition its not enough, but I hope that the subcom
citizens that they think of their personal mittee will at least give the President 
freedom and their perso~al ambitions as 
identical with the purposes of Soviet society every penny he requested. 
• • • in Russia the ·rulers seek to convert The New York Times pointed out on 
the total culture into a giant propaganda December 12, 1955, that the United 
apparatus. • • • States Advisory Commission on Educa
- This is a struggle of a new type, to be waged tional ' Exchange recommended $31 niil
with new weapons. It is a struggle for which lion for thiS program. The distinguished 
the western World is little prepared. It boils educators and businessmen, appointed 
down to an effort by two great opposing 
forces to win the faith and confidence of the by the President of the United States as 
world's peoples. • • • Russia cannot match an advisory body on this program, cer
us in the export of automobiles, tractors, or tainly know what they are talking about. 
business machines. She proposes to beat us They know the program from a profes-
with her ideas and her trained manpower. sional as well as an operating standpoint 

A FAITH IN ULTIMATE VALUES so they are in a position to make an 
Having set forth this information for accurate recommendation. 

our consideration Mr. Sulzberger con- I shudder to think what the· Russians 
tinues as follows: and Red Chinese are spending on this 

But it is questionable whether our propa- type of thing. From all reports I see on 
ganda has successfully faced this challenge. their activities it must be a tremendous 
The West German Government has publisheq amount. 
a commentary complaining that we empha- Vie should not attempt to get into di
size material things too much. We have rect and blatant competition with the 

· hllowed the initiative in the realm of spirit- Communists in this field out we should 
ual ideas to remain largely tn the very ma- · be willing to invest whatever amount is 
terialistic hands of communism. "Are we," 
asks Bonn, "ready for this sp~ritual com- necessary to demonstrate our willingness 
petition? Do we understand the system of to carry on our international relations on 

,thought, belief, and ideology of the East? the highest plane possible. 
Do we have any certitude about the basis of I do not know what prompted the 

- our lives and our faith? Ideological faith Secretary of State to disregard the Ad· 
tn the collectivist idea makes the Soviet man visory Commission's recommendation 
capable of achievements and sacrifices that that $31 million be allocated to this im
surpass human strength: Only a faith that portant program. 1 would personally 
in no way ts dependent on material ev~nts, 
that does not live in expectation of future concur in that amount, or even a much 
well-being, can resist this ideology. This larger amount, for these activities. 
faith, this conviction must inspire western I hope that the House Appropriations 
man to risk his life for the ultimate values Subcommittee will agree with my esti
that cannot be abandoned-freedom, per- mate of the value of this program to our 
sonal dignity, the lives of other men, the international relations effort and that it 
truth of religion. will recommend a substantial increase 

There ts no sign that the powers of the - · 
west have sought seriously to analyze the over the $18 million which it approved 
problem of their propaganda and to co- la.st year. 
ordinate efl'orts in presenting their case While the President recommended 
abroad. only a modest increase of $2 million for 
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activities which -constitute a basic ele
ment of our long-term effort to attain 
a better mutual Ullderstanding with 
other peoples of the world he recom
mended that the $89,218,895 available 
to the United States Information Agency 
in fiscal year 1956 in appropriations and 
obligations be increased by $48 million.
, The vast difference between these two 
recommendations which follow each 
other in the budget message typifies the 
Madison .A venue approach to the prob
lems of the world. an approach to world 
problems which is the hallmark and the 
most distinguishing characteristic of .the 
present Republican administration. 

AN ANSWER TO THE VOICE OF THE KREMLIN 

Concerned as I am with these ex
change programs which include the Ful
bright and -Smith-Mundt Acts, the in
terchange of persons under the techni
cal assistance p.rograms carried on by 
the International Cooperation Admin
istration, and the cultural presentations 
programs of the President's Emergency 
Fund for Participation in International 
Aft airs.. I have de.veloped a · measure 
which I am convinced will contribute 
.importantly to the development of ade
Lquate answers to the voice of the Krem
lin. This is a joint resolution •. House 
Joint Resolution 474, "to establish a joint 
congressional committee to be known as 
the Joint Committee on United States 
International Exchange of Persons Pro-
. grams." -

It gives me great pleasure to be able 
to say that Senator J. W. FuLBRIGHT .. au
thor of one of the great acts of Congress 
on exchange _c)f persons, has introduced 
.a companion measure in 'the Senate as 
. Senate Joint Resolution 120, and that 
Senator . HUBER~ H. . HUMPHREY has 
joined Senator. FuLBRIGHT as .cosponsor 
of the measure.: 

In the -House · Members who hav.e 
·joined with me in sponsoring the joint 
resolution include Representatives HUGH 
.r.-AnnoNIZro, ·VI'CTOR L. ANFUSO, THOMAS 
L. ,AsHLEY, DoN· HAYWORTH, THADDEUS 
MACHROWICZ, GEORGE M. RHODES,.. PETER 
w .. Ron1No, .ra., B . . F. srsx, HARRISON A. 
WILLIAMS,. JR., an<l .HEBBERT ·ZEI.ENKO. _ -

I include as_ part of my remarks ' two 
articles from the New York Times re
ferred to earlier in my remarks: 

. [From the New York Times of December 
. - 9, 1955.J . . 

INCREASE- SOUGHT IN ' ExcBANGJ: FuN~AD
~s A SK .31 M.ILLION. To STEP UP PRO
GRAM AND OFFSET GENEVA FAILURE 

w ASHINGTON, December 8.-The Advisory 
Commission on Educational Exchange rec
ommended today a $13 ·million increase next 

·year- in the State Department's exchange 
·program.-

This would bring the total appropriation 
.asked of Congress to $31 mlllion. 'I'he rec
ommendation was prompted by the break
down in cultural interchange negotiations 
with the Soviet Government at the Geneva 
conference o! foreign ministers. 

The Commission, appointed by the Presi
dent, acts as an advisory body -within the 
State Department. 

Rufus H. Fitzgerald, commission chair
man, said: .. rt is ,evident that the Soviets 
have not changed their major strategy but 
are practicing deliberate fraud as shown 
through their refusal to negotiate on major 
issues at Oeneva. · · · 

"This continued attitude increases the 
. challenge to the Qnited States to cooperate 

with' . all free -peoples In the free interchange 
of persons and ideas." 

He said that by increasing the program 
the Government would stimulate private or
ganizations and educational institutions to 
step up interchange -programs. 

MrS'. Anna L. Rose Hawkes, commission 
member who is also president of the Ameri
can Association of University Women, said 
that the assoc!a ti.on would increase its 
efforts along this line_ Rspent $100,000 this 
year in bringing 39, women fr.om 22 foreign 
countries to study hn the United States. It 
also provided 10 graduate !ellowships for 
specialized work by foreign women students. 
· Mrs: Hawkes said the proposed increase 

in funds should go largely to projects aimed 
at - bringing to this country leaders of 
thought and opinion. 

"That is the best way to convince them 
of our motives/' she said. ''They go back 
and say: 'The United States is not war
mongering. I have been there and l know! .. 

The other members of the cpmmission, 
~hich has just finished a 2-daj meeting, 
are Arthur H. Edens, president of Duke 
University; Arthur A. Hauck. president of 
the University of Maine, and Laird Bell, 
Chicago attorney. 

[From the New York Times of February 22. 
1956] 

· FoREIGN AFFAms--WHAT'~ WnoNG WITH 
WESTERN PROPAGANDA? 

(By C. L. Sulzberger) 
BERLIN, February 21-The greatest proof 

of the fallacy of Marxism is, curiously 
enough, the existence of the Soviet Union . 
For Karl Marx foresaw the trimnph of his 
theory first in highly industrial countries 
like Germany or England. Yet what we 
call communism came initially to power in 
underdeveloped Russia.. where it assumed 
the form, not of socialism but of tlie nioSt 
massive state capitalism known to histoey . 
!And the nen outstanding tti:limph of the 
-Marxist legend was in backward China. 
r Despite sueh glaring inconsistencies, 
Marx's latter-day prophets extol the, "scien~ 
ti:fic" immutability of their dialectical ma
-terialism and insist it must logically inherit 
-the earth. •But the Communists themselves 
-continually modtiy -.this · .. proven.'.' doctrine . 
Lenin, · staUn, Trotsky, Tito, and Mao Tse
tung have each reinterpreted the credo. 

.Now Khrushchev . ·is , the latest to . amend 
accepted dognia~ 

· · Nevertheless, by blandly ignoring · these 
cons:tant fluctuations, Soviet propaganda 

·seeks to convey the impression of a basic 
logic that progresses unalterably toward an 
inescapa-ble end. Lenin, who brilliantly 
grasped what was helpful to him in Marx, 
taught that "propaganda. is of_ _crucial im-

·portance." Modern means of applying this 
-dictum have been carefully coordinated ·by 
' the Moscow monolith. . . 

PROPAGANDA BUREAUCRACY 

F. Bowen Evans,. in a study of the subject, 
concludes that the U. S. S. R. employs 375,000 

·full-time and 2,100,000 . part-time propa
gandists. He says the Bolshevik Party main
tains 6,000 special schools for training pro
fessional agents in: that field. Former Sen
ator William Benton, who recently visited 
the Soviet Union, prepared some observations 
on "the voice of the_ Kremlin" for the En
cyclopaedia. Britannica's 1956 Book of the 
Year . . He writes: 

At its most, ambition, the aim of Soviet 
pro~aganda ls so daring that we in the West 
can.hardly comprehend it~ so to condition its 
citizens that they think of their personal 
freedom and their personal ambitions as 

. identical with the purposes of Soviet society 
• • • in Russia the rulers seek to convert 
the total culture into a giant propaganda 
apparatus • • •. · 

"Thi~ Is· a struggle of a new type, -to be 
waged with new weapons. .rt is· a struggle 
for which the Western World is ljttle pre-· 
pared. It boils ~own to an effort by two· 
great .opposing forces to win the faith and 
confiden-0e of- the world's peoples • • • 
Russia cannot match us in the export of au
tomobiles, tractors, or business machines. 
She proposes to beat us with her ideas and 
her trained manpower." 

A FAITH m ULTIMATE VALUES 

But it is questionable-whether our propa
·ganda has' successfully faced. this challenge. 
The West German Government has published 
a commentary complaining that we empha
size material things too much. We have al
lowed ·the initiative in the realm of spiritual 
ideas to remain largely in the very material
istic hands of communism. "Are we," asks 
Bonn, "ready for this spiritual competition? 
Do we understand. the system of thought, be
lief; and ideology of the East?- no-we have 
any certitude about the- basis of our lives and 
our faith? Ideological faith in the collecti
vist idea makes the S.Oviet man capable of 
achievements and sacrfices that surpass 
human strength. Only a faith that in no 
way is dependent on material events, that 
does not live in expectation of' future weu-· 
being, can resist this. ideology. ' This faith, 
this conviction must inspire western man to 
:risk his life for the ultimate values that can
not be abandoned-freedom, personal. dignity, 
the lives of other men. the truth o! religion." 

There is no sign that ·the powers of the 
West have sought seriously to analyze the 
problem of their propaganda and to cootdi
na te efforts in presenting their case abroad. 
We remain constantly on the defensive, per
mitting the Kremlin's experts to exploit the 
very evident chinks in our. imperfect armor. 
Thus, the tragic convolutions of the United 
States attempt to obliterate segregation 
feature the front pages of the world where 
'Autherine Lucy is now a well-known name. 
What has already been accomplished in the 
name of .Ieffersonian democracy remains for.; 
gotten. Britain's embarrassing attitude on 
_Cyprus erases ·from popular memory her 
deeds in India, Burma. and Ceylon .. 
. Only when Moscow acts openly with brutal 
men.ace do the free powers. r~spond . in con
cert and rememb;er that the essential contra
dictions of our time are those between them
selves and communism~ '.' Jri periods Of re
laxation we tend to forget: the nee<t. tO' con.;. 
stantly reassert the inner meaning of our 
ideology. Thi$ is a dangerous lack. Surely 
. there are enough beneficial aspects in the 
. democratic syatem., whatever imperfections 
it may have, to mel'it .• retelling to a redun:
dant point. 

Simple facts bear frequent repetition. As 
Pericles told Athens: ''We are superior to 
·our enemies • • • our cit.y is open_ to ~the 
world * * • we live. freely, and yet we face 
the same dangers- as readily as they "' • • 
those men surely should be deemed bravest 
who know most clearly what danger is and 
what p].easure is ant! are not made thereby 
to flinch." ' 

Compulsory Social Sec~rity for Farmers 
. . 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. J: HARRY McGREGOR 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

· Thursday,-February 23, 1956 
Mr. McGREGOR. Mr. Speaker, I am 

today inserting in . the CONGRESSIONAL 
· REcoRn petitions signed by many of- my 
constituents of .the 17th Congressional 
District of Ohio. · You will note, Mr. 
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Speaker, that these· citizens are asking 
for the repeal of that portion of Public 
Law 761, or any other social-security law 
which contains compulsion.for farmers, 
farmer employer, or the farm owner. 

Regardless of the merits or demerits 
of this subject, I am one who firmly be
lieves that all should be given an oppor
tunity to be heard and their views 
brought to the attention of this Con
gress. I respectfully ask that the proper 
authorities, or committee, of this Con
gress give every consideration to the re
quest contained in these petitions. 

Lincoln· Day Speech by Hon. Clifford G. 
Mcintire, of Maine, at Keene, N. H., 
Before the Cheshire County Republican 
Organization 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. PERKINS BASS· 
OF NEW HAMPSHIRE 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, February 23, 1956 

Mr. BASS of New Hampshire. Mr. 
Speaker, under leave to extend my re
marks, I take great pleasure in inser~ing 
in the RECORD a copy of a speech given 
by my good friend and colleague, Con-. 
gressman CLIFFORD G. MCINTIRE, of 
Maine, before the Cheshire County Lin
coln Day dinner held in Keene, N. H., on 
February 16, 1956: 

As Republicans we meet here tonight to 
celebrate the birthday of a martyred· Prest-' 
dent, and, in so doing, may well consider, 
for a time, those virtues which .he repre
sented. To know those virtues, and to ap
preciate them, is well. It is not enough. 

Abraham Lincoln had an understanding of 
human nature and a standard of values un
common to any walk of life, and certainly 
not often to be found in a President. He 
was temperate in all things except, possibly, 
his love of man and his hatred of unneces
sary suffering. In an Executive, these things 
are desirable. They are not enough. Sen
sitive as a child, he had the rugged strength 
of your mountains. He was intellectually 
honest. Morally he was brave. That is 
enough. 

His early failures, his lack of formal edu
cation. and his comparative poverty marked 
him as what one of our major political parties 
would ··refer to as "a common man." But for 
himself, and for all other Republicans-all 
Americans-he would assert, with · Dean 
Alfange: "I do not choose to be .a common 

· man. It is my right to be uncommon. I 
seek opportunity, not security. I do not wish 
to be a kept citizen and dulled by having 
the state look after me. I want to take the 
calculated risk; to dream and to build, to 
fail and to succeed. I refuse to barter in
centive for a dole. I prefer the challenge 
of life to guaranteed existence, the thrill of 
fulfillment to the stale calm of utopia. I will 
not trade freedom for a beneficence nor my 
dignity for a handout. I will never cower 
before any master nor bend to any threat. 
It is my heritage to stand erect, proud, and 
unafraid; to think and act for myself, enjoy 
the benefit of my creations, and to face the 
world boldly and say, 'This I have done.' All 
this is what it .means to be an American." 

Lincoln was born in 1809-21 years after 
New Hampshire came into the Union-when 
my State of Maine was still a part of Massa-

chusetts, and this Nation had been in exist
ence only 33 years. 

Americans then had all the enthusiasm, 
vigor, and fearlessness to attempt the seem
ingly impossible that w~ recognize in our 
United States Marines today, and the 
same amazing ability to accomplish it. The 
world looked at us with dubious eyes, criti
cal of our unorthodox ways, and with no 
conviction we would come to other than a. 
bad end-and that speedily. 

Lincoln believed that to know what is 
right is not enough. To ·dare to do what is 
right ls. Throughout his Presidency, he 
loolred upon our Republican Party as the 
organization best capable of conducting the 
affairs of the Nation fearlessly and effectively, 
and on February 27, in a public address, 
warned against "groping for some middle 
ground between the right and the wrong; 
vain as the search for a man who should 
be neither a living man nor a dead man." 

Believing that "He who does something• 
at the head of a regiment will eclipse him· 
who does nothing at the head of a hundred 
regiments,'' his idea of political potency was 
not to nominate a man because that man 
would be easy to elect. His philosophy dic
tated that you find the man who stood for 
the things in which the party honestly be
lieved, and an army of eager campaigners 
would arise and exert the necessary energy 
to elect. 
· Lincoln was unique, in looks, in person

ality, and in thought. He has become the 
symbol of this Nation. He did not write 
the words, but he of all of our countrymen 
believed so implicitly that "all men are 
created equal" that he was willing to trust 
in God to uphold his stand, and so staked 
his future and that of his country on that 
proposition. - . 

Those fishermen and traders who were the 
early settlers of New Hampshire had those 
qualities which made possible the breaking 
away from the known perils and persecution~ 
of · the Old World and the setting · up . of a 
new organization· of States_:._the knowledge 
of the past and the vision of the future that 
inspired those who wrote our Constitution
and such qualities were reliable governors 
to assure that progress would be steadily 
upward. Our real danger, from the outset, 
was that we would travel so far so fast that 
we would lose sight of the reasons :for the 
grand attempt. It is so easy to forget. 

One whose ancestors claimed New Hamp
shire as their home claimed acquaintance
ship with a man who often proclaimed "I 
know a lot. I just can't remember it." Abe 
Lincoln would have appreciated such a story. 

He is the all-American of all the years. 
He knew hunger for food, but it was learn
ing for which he thirsted. He toiled and 
suffered, and he knew defeat intimately. 
For long years every hope seemed vain, but 
he persevered in efforts to improve himself 
and- to make the world a better place in 
which others could live.' He might ea8ily 
have found bitterness in his hard wrestlings 
with fate~ and found excuse, as others have, 
for settling for the cheap rewards paid to 
those who practice political expedience. But 
providence was trying the right man. One 
who, although beaten to his knees, always 
staggered back to his feet, and, with eyes 
raised, pushed forward, would be a worthy 
trustee for the liberties of a people. 

It was almost exactly 100 years ago, at 
Peoria, that Lincoln said, "If there is any
thing which it ls the duty of the people to 
never intrust to any hands but their own, 
that thing is the preservation and perpe
tuity of their own liberties and institutions." 

Here tonight, we should ponder well 
whether we have been alert in this regard; 
whether, as individuals, we have been willing 
to assign our rights and obligations to our 
own Government; whether, as a Nation, the 
preservation and perpetuity of our liber~tes 
and institutions has been or 1s being dele-
gated to others. -

While Lincoln concerned himself with 
preservation of our. Union, Marx and Engels 
preached the doctrine of Communist statism 
and control over the individual, advocating 
a new and evil system of government and so
ciety in the guise of assisting and elevating 
man. 

Communism exerts force, and utllizes a 
fifth column. Socialism practices a stealthy 
political maneuvering. Such procedures are 
as foreign to the Republican Party, as they 
were to Abraham Lincoln. Such leadership 
of the world's freedom-loving peoples would 
never have permitted the deathly cold hand 
of communism to clutch and hold Eastern 
Europe and most of Asia as it does today nor 
have permitted the fllching fingers of social
ism to perform a sleight of hand on most of 
the rest of the world, so that the powers of 
the people became the powers of government 
itself. -

Lincoln neither feared nor disdained 
wealth. Like each of us, he probably had a 
wholesome respect for something he had 
little of. He did not try to discourage its 
accumulation. At Cincinnati in 1859, and 
the following year in New Haven, he publicly 
proclaimed his convi~tion "That men who are 
industrious and sober and honest in the pur
suit of their own interest should, after a 
while accumulate property, and, after that 
should be allowed· to enjoy it in peace is 
right. I like the system which lets a man 
quit when he wants to, and wish it might 
prevail everywhere. One of the reasons why 
I am opposed to slavery is just here. What 

· is the true condition of the laborer? I take 
it that it is best for all to leave each man free, 

' to acquire property as far as he can. Some 
will get wealthy. I don't believe in law to 
prevent a man from ·getting rich. It would 
do more harm than good. So, while we do 
not propose any war upon capital, we do wish· 
to allow the humblest man an equal chance 
to get rich with everybody else." 

Certain self-styled "idealists" would label 
profit as immoral. - But they mist_akenly as
sume that financial is the only kind of profit, 
or that that is the kind that is immoral. 
Few persons and corporations can be per
suaded to risk capital and few individuals 
will exert great personal effort without some 
promise, however remote, of reward of one 
kind or another. It is through profitable 
management that plants are expanded, more 
work provided for our citizens, and an ever 
higher standard of living enjoyed by all. 

In every country where initiative and in
centive have been restricted, and success 
penalized, the standard of 11 ving has been 
lowered, and frequently only grants-in-aid 
by this country·have kept their-citizens alive. 
Communists and Socialists, alike, decry prof
its, taxes, and individual freedom. But a 
government that carries on the business of a 
nation (as Communist and SocJalist Govern
ments do) receives th~ profits, makes the 
decisions f!.S to what part it shall keep in 
lieu of taxes, and takes from the individuals 
tlieir freedom. We know that profits make 
living possible. Taxes make governments 
function. But individual freedom is what 
makes both living and government desirable. 

Those who advocate centralization of 
power have made few converts from among 
Republicans, for, as a party, now as in 
Lincoln's time, we are firm for a strong Union 
of strong States. Similarly, those who would 
subvert our Constitution, or make of it 
merely an exhibit for the archives, substi
tuting some world charter as our rule for 
operation, are certainly a small minority in 
our party. 

Lincoln was truly "of the people" as he was 
"for the people." While we can readily be
lieve that his impulses were all good, he was 
not impulsive. He was a thoughtful man, 
and acted only upon mature reflection. His 
conduct and record would seem to refute the 
idea that statecraft is something to be 
schooled in, and diplomacy the "dexterity 



3296 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD - HOUSE February 23 
and artfulness o! securing ad.vantages with
out arousing hostility ... _ He was .not artfUl. 
He overcame the weakness and meanness of 
his a,ssociates by his infinite patience, com
plete honesty and magnanimity. He was 
never unduly concerned with the future and 
fortunes of Lincoln, but he cared passionately 
that America should be a place where a 
humble man might find opportunity for-hap
piness-where the courts should be truly 
temples o! justice for all-where people like 
himself might find possibilities for service. 
happiness and, even as he did, immortality. 

He took his position and his duties seri.
ously. Himself he did not. He was never 
what we call a "stuffed shirt." His critics 
decried his lack of what they termed dignity. 
But Lincoln would be the first to say that 
for sheer dignity nothing can surpass a body 
ready for burial. 

In all his utterances, witty or serious •. Lin
coln spoke as the great majority of all good 
Americans would had it the gift of words 
He put into words what many of us strive 
desperately and despairingly to state as our 
philosophy of living. Now, 90 years after his 
death, undimmed by time or the momentary 
bursts of brilliance from the meaner achieve-
111ents of the politically expedient, at home 
and abroad, his name- and memory live on. 

Republicans created our national banking 
system; built up the Nation's credit; and 
made our currency, based on gold, the world's 
soundest. We demanded respect for our flag 
and our nationals the world over-the safety 
of our citizens was guaranteed while they 
were on· the high seas or abroad. 

Republicans- passed the first Civil Service 
Act in 1883, and revised it to provide equal 
pay for equal work. 

The Department of Labor in 1884, Com
merce· in 1903, · the Patent Office, - Weather 
Bureau and Postai Savings System all were 
established by the Republicans, and it was. 
our party that created the Federal Bureau of, 
Investigation. - -
· Lincoln recommended establishment of a 
:pepartment of Agriculture in 1862 and the 
~ame year. passage of the .Homestead Act pro
vided farms for our people- and-opened .the 
West to settlement. Later, the Morrill Act 
provided land for agricultural and mechani., 
cal arts colleges, such as our University ot 
Ne.w Hampshire. 

When Lincoln became. President, the 
Democratic Party had been in power for. 
ma:µy years, and every patronage job was 
filled with a Democrat. Republicans then, 
as now, besieged the White House, demand
ing appointments. One day a Senator, call
ing on the President, noticed his dejection 
and expression of .- anxiety and said, ~·Mr. 
President, has anything gone wrong? Have 
you he~d bad .news from Fort Sumter?" 
The President, still solemnly, replied: "Not 
lt's just the postmastership at Jones:v-Ule. 
Mo." 

Our R.epubli~~ Party is sit~ated today 
much as it was then. Grave problems face 
our Nation. Any delegation of our duty a.nd 
regponsibility to- try to solve them to another 
poll tical pa-rty is an act of cowardice of 
which we'll-never be guilty. Am I right? 

A few short years ago a famous American 
pondered the question as to whether or not 
he would be a candidate .for the office of 
President of the United States. Over many 
years he had worked closely with his Gov
ernment. One major party had urged him-to 
be their c~ndid~te. . He gave the matter 
most serious, and, I am sure, prayerfUI 
thought. I believe . he looked back over 
Ainerl:can history and thought In terms of 
the great .m.en ai;rd the things they believed, 
and the standards that they established. - I 
believe he looked over our great system of 
political parties. He had never joined one, 
110 he looked objectively. He thought of 
Jefferson, but concluded that the principles 
laid down by that great statesman were not 
those of the leadership ol the Democratic 
Party today. Few men had had the priv1-

lege to observe more closely the workings of 
the Truman administration-its policies-- .. 
and those in authority. He wanted no part 
or it. He chose the party of Lincoln, and 
with the encouragement of you folk in New 
Hampshire and others across the country 
became a candidate and was elected Presi- . 
dent of the United States. That man was 
Dwight D. Eisenhower. 
. The leader of. the greatest armed might in ' 

the history of the world has proven himsel! 
the greatest President and world leader we 
have known in generations. 

Nearly 4 years of his leadership are now a 
matter of public record. 

It is a record that renews our faith in 
America; that proves we can enjoy peace, 
prosperity, and ti.seal integrity, and look upon 
government as a servant and not the master 
of the people. We find in public office those . 
who look upon administrative and elective 
office as a public trust and not Just a part of 
the Pendergast or Hague machines or a part 
of Tammany Hall. · We expect loyalty, justice, 
and equity, and want no more Hisses or 
Caudles. This type of government has 
brought encouragement to our people, re
newed our faith in ourselves, and furnished 
a basis for trust and confidence in represent
ative government. 

A great American tonight turns over in his 
mind the problems and issues associated with 
another great decision. Again he considers 
the matter-ser-iously and prayerfully; A mat
ter of party ls not involved. He knows whic~ 
party has helped him build for a greater" 
America. He will make the decision and map 
the course, and to each of us passes the re
sponsibility of getting out and working in the 
coming campaign~lecting a Republican 
President and a Republican Congress. To do 
less will put us back on the road to Truman
ism. To those who would do that the road 
signs should read, "Dangerous; proceed at 
your own risk." 

Daniel Webster has said that "duly per
formed or duty \liolated is still with us, for 
our happiness or our misery." Well, freedom 
and the future ~ not for :tumblers. 

Why Irrigate Porir Land-First?-Anothe~ 
Ridiculous· Feature of the· Upper Col~ 
rad·o River Storage Project 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
o:r 

HON. Gl.ENARD P. LIPSCOMB · 
OJ' CALIFOJUUA 

IN THE H~USE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, February 21, 1956 
Mr. LIPSCOMB. Mr. Speake:r, one of 

the most ridiculous arguments being ad
vanced. in favor of · the upper Colorado 
River storage project ·is the project's al
leged benefits to our Nation's agricultural 
program. The project would supply irri
gation water for high-altitude land in 
Colorado, New Mexico, Utah, and 
Wyoming~ · - -

Let us see just how ridiculous this ar
gument is. 
THE PROJECT WOULD GROW CROPS ALREADY IN 

AGRICULTURAL SlJKPLUS 

'. Because of a surplus of · agricultural 
products and depressed prices for such 
products, the Congress is now consider
ing a soil-bank proposal which would 
·take 40 million acres of agricultural land 
out of production at a large cost per acre 
to the taxpayers. 

lnconsistently, the upper Colorado 
River storage project would put new 

acres into production-also at a large 
cost to the taxpayers- per acre. 
· Surplus agricultural products already 

being supported. by the Nation's taxpay
ers.:-without considering the new_ costs 
of the soil-bank proposals-include corn, 
cotton, wheat, butter, oats, butter oil, 
cheese, dried milk, wool, rye, barley, dry 
beans; cottonseed oil, grain sorghum, hay 
and pasture seeds, and soy beans. · Sugar 
beets are under the restriction program 
of the Sugar Act of 1951, and the price 
is _held up to a. desired level. What are 
called proportionate shares are estab
lished by the Secretary of Agriculture. 
Thus, if more sugar-beet land is brought 
into production, shares of all others must 
be decreased accordingly. · 

Report.s of the Reclamation Bureau 
reveal that all of the types _of crops which 
would be grown on each of- the proposed 
projects in the upper Colorado River 
~project are already surplus agricultural 
crops being sup-ported by the Nation's 
taxpayers. The crops to be grown on 
these projects will be largely grain and 
for age crops for dairy cows and sheep 
which will produce butter, milk products, 
and wool which are already in surplus. 
and under Government subsidy and in 
storage ·at a fantastic eost. 
THE .PROJECT WILL SERVICE,. FOR THE MOST PART, 

ONLY MARGINAL AGRICULTURAL.LAND 

The Nation's taxpayers would be forced 
by the upper Colorado-bill to spend hun
dreds of millions on irrigation projects 
which will supply water for farmlands of 
relatively poor quality. The projects will 
service for the most part only marginal 
agricultural land much of it at high alti
tudes suffering frosts each month of the 
year and having a short growing season 
at best. 
'. Only 20 percent of the lands serviced. 
by the project are classified by the BU
rea:ti as class 1. ':['h~ lands .are at high 
elevations--as high as 7 ,000 feet. The· 
growing season on . this high mountain 
.plateau is very short. On some of the 
lands there is frost every month of the 
year. Low-value feed crops ,will be the 
Principal products. 
, It has been demonstrated that these 
iands, . even wfien . fully developed under' 
the uppei- Colorado· piij-; will be worth on 
the. .average only about $1.50 per acre. 
Yet the cost to the Nation's taxpayers to. 
develop them will average $3,0.0.0 to $5.000 
per acre according to :figures of the Bu
·reau of Reclamation. 

Such a result cannot be justified in the 
face of the fact that at · a cost of less 
than $100 per acre-fertile ·lands. in· the 
~a~t. Middle West, and South ci>uld be 
irrigated, thus bringing . heavier yields 
than ever from the best agricultural land 
in the Nation. 
·- There exists at least 20·· million acres 
pf undeveloped fertile land in humid 
areas of the United States which can be 
dev~loped for agriculture at ~ fraction 

· of the cost of the acreage serviced by the 
upper Colorado. storage project. · 

Contrast the upper Colorado's plan for 
irrigating marginal high-altitude land 
at a cost of $3,000 to $5,000 per acre-to 
produce land which will be worth on the 
average only about $150 per acre even 
when fully developed-with the fact 
that there are at least 20 million acres 
of :first-class land on existing farms in 
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19 States of the Middle West, South At
lantic, and Southern states that · can be 
placed in production at any time they 
may be needed at a fraction of the cost. 
And remember that even much of . this · 
first-class land is not "needed" under · 
cultivation in this- era of agricultural -
surpluses. 

The Department of Agriculture re
ports that there are more than 20 million 
acres of undeveloped fertile land in the · 
humid areas of. the United States which 
can be developed by low-cost drainage. 
Such land is available in Alabama, Ar- -
kansas, Florida, Georgia, Illinois, Indi
ana; Kentucky, Louisiana, Michigan, · 
Minnesota, Mississippi, MissolU'i, New · 
York, North C.arolina, Ohio, Pennsyl
vania, South Carolina, Tennessee, Texas, 
Virginia, and· Wisconsin. 
· Development costs in these States 

would be from $60 to $100 per acre for 
such land-compared with $3,000 to 
$5,000 per acre for land to be developed 
by the upper Colorado irrigation proj
ects. · The cost· involved to taxpayers of 
the Nation in developing new and sup
plemental water for the acreage serviced 
by the upper Colorado project, whic:1 
amounts in all to only about 600 square 
miles of new land, would range up to 50 
times as much for each acre developed. 

J40I.gY ARTICLE 

The ludicrous picture presented by 
these bald inconsistencies has been well 
described by Mr. Raymond Moley in his 
regular column Perspective, in News
week magazine, in an article entitled 
'·'New Acres for Old" in the issue of Feb
ruary 6, 1956. 

I commend this article to the atten
tion of my colleagues and the taxpayers 
of our Nation: 

In the President's state of the Union 
message, separated by only a few sentences 
are two recommendations: "I shall urge au
thorization of a soil-bank program to alle
viate the problem of diverted acres and an 
overextended agricultural plant • • *" and 
"I strongly reconimend that action be taken 
at this session on such wholly Federal proj
ects as the Colorado River storage project and 
the Fryingpan-Arkansas proje~t. 

This means that the President ls asking_ 
Congress to take out of cultivation an im
mense number of acres at a large cost per 
acre to the taxpayers, and on the other hand
to bring into cultivation or to. increase the 
productivity of over a million acres at a 
cost in the upper Colorado project of as high 
as $5,000 an acre and in the Fryingpan
~rkan~as project of about $1,400 an acre. 

This continues the mad cycle which has 
been going on for years: The Agriculture De
partment laboring to curb production, and 
the Interior Department just as zealously 
trying to increase production. Of course, 
this makes n.o sense. But lots of things in 
politics make no sense and are paid out 
9f the sweat of the taxpayer's brow. 
. Nearly 2 years ago, when the gigantic upper 
Colorado -project was presented -to Congress 
py the administration and the Hoover Com
mission was setting to work to look into all 
and sundry water · conservation projects, the 
President appointed a corr~mittee on the gen
el'.al subject, composed of Secretary McKay, 
chairman, and the Secretaries Benson and 
Wilson. This committee has just submitted 
its report. 

In the first place, the report recommends 
that State and local governments should 
share the cost of water projects. . But the 
President in his message recommends that 
the two projects named above be wholly 
Federal. 

- Next, ·the commlttee··Tecoxmnends that .. 
there be set up ".an independent Board of 
}leview • • • to analyze the engineering and 
economic feasibility of projects and report 
to the :President.'! . If ~ny such board were·· 
tO· report- independently and ~ factually on 
these two projects, · it can be taken for 
granted that no -President would dream of _ 
recommending them. As it happened, the 
pressure for these projects came from inter- . 
ested Members of Congress and bureaucrats 
anxious to spend more and more tax dollars. 
The congressi..0:~1.1~.l ~ommlttees that considO: · 
ered them are stacked with Members from 
the beneficiary States. In the case of the 
bill which passed the Senate last year (S. 
500), only one M.ember came from east of the 
Mississippi, and he represents a State pay- . 
ing a relatively small percentage of the taxes 
involved. One might as well have a plainttif 
pick the jury which would pass upon his 
claim. 
, The ·other notable recommendation -is that 

while -the old practice of charging . water 
users on irrigation projects no interest on 
the money advanced by the Federal Govern
ment should be .continued, nevertheless in
terest should "b~ shown clearly as a Federal 
cost." This means that when a project is 
presented to Congress, all the cards would be 
laid on the table. Hitherto the interest 
charge has been one of those things that the 
interested parties never chose to mention. 
Only occasionally a stalwart champion of 
economy has ptled that · cost out · of the 
Bureau of Reclamation. 

That interest charge is very important. 
Since no project except 1 or 2 has been paid 
for by the water users within the 53 years 
since Federal irrigation began, the interest · 
charge runs to twice to three times the orig
inal cost. 

Immediately after the President made the 
report public, a Congressman from Colorado, 
WAYNE N. AsPINALL, shouted hiS disapproval 
and in so doing ·1et a cat as big as a moun
tain puma out of the bag. He said that "if 
they did not fa.vor the elimination of the 
interest charge immediatt!ly after adding it 
to the cost of construction, there wouldn't 
be a reclamation project in the United 
States that would be economic~lly possible." 

In short, if the real cost plus interest 
were considered, none of the . pre.sently pro
posed irrigation project.s would stand scru-
tiny. · 

That is exactly what I have been saying 
in this · space for 2 years. 

Aid for Small Business 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

· HON. FRANK THOMPSON, JR. 
OF NEW JERSEY 

IN THE HOUSE-OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, February 23, 1956 
Mr. THOMPSON of New Jersey. Mr. 

Speaker, the backbone of the American 
economic system is without question, I 
think, the small-business man. Through 
the initiative and -inventiveness of the 
small-business man America has grown 
into the great industrial giant that it 
is. Because we have had leaders in this 
field throughout our history, we are in 
a better position to inspire the free world 
in the struggle against communism. 
Without our industrial might, such 
things as the Marshall plan, point 4, and 
our other economic· assistance programs 
would not be possible. 
· Yet, Mr. Speaker, the small-business 
man has his back -to the wall · today in 

the struggle to main:ta'in his place against -
the. large corporations. If there be any · 
doubt of the truth of this statement, the 
statistics of business failures bear mute 
evidence. of its accuracy. In 1945 there . 
were. only .809 -failures. . In 1953 there 
were approximately. 8,862. In 1954. there 
were 11,086. The· latest reports for 1955 
indicate that there were almost as many 
in that" year-10,969---as there were in 
1-954. And this was a yea_r of great boom 
in the American economy-or at least 
this is what the. economists tell . us. 
Truly, the Nation's small-business men 
face at least as serious a problem as the 
American farmer. 

Nor are the statistics of failure the . 
only evidence of the threat to our tradi~ 
tional free-enterprise system. Many of 
us.. have. become increasingly aware of 
the growth.in the size of our.already gi
gantic co:rporations. Much of this in
crease has come about through the 
merger of smaller corporations with · 
larger ones. This merger activity has 
taken place even between companies in 
entirely unrelated fields . as the larger 
corporations expand. their operations 
into ever more diversified activities. 

Statistics of the Federal Trade Com
mission show the following trend in the 
number of manufacturing and mining 
concerns acquired or merged during the 
last 30 years. Beginning in· 1922, the 
number of mergers rose steadily from 
297 to a peak of 1,216 in 1929. There
after the number of mergers leveled off 
at less than 200 in 1932, and varied with
in a range from 87 to 419 throughout the 
forties. However; mergers rose rapidly 
in 1951, reached 8·22 in 1952, and stayed 
at a high level in 1953 and 1954. 

The question then arises as to why 
small business is having such a hard 
time in keeping its collective head above 
water in times of supposed prosperity. 
Put in its simplest terms, the answer 
lies quite obviously in the fact that small 
business is small and therefore a much 
more risky and uncertain affair than the 
large corporations. This has its most 
far-reaching . effect in the ability of the 
small concern to secure capital for its 
operations. · The large or giant business, 
only needs to indicate its desires and 
the money flows in for investors know, 
or are at ·least quite certain, that there is. 
little risk. · Perhaps the best example of 
this activity in recent days was-the stock 
issue by the Ford Motor Co. How many 
small-business men could expect-the in
vesting public to respond -to a desire for 
funds in the way that · stockbrokers 
scrambled-for Ford stock? 

Yet it is almost always- the · smaller 
businesses which need capital from out
side sources in order to expand opera
tions. Large outfits are able to plow back 
a certain -pereentage of-the vast profits 
they make and therefore do not have to 
go outside their own company for expan
sion funds. If they want to undertake a 
really vast program banks are more than 
glad to loan money at low rates for the 
security is very good. 

:In addition, the large corporations are 
able to siphon off the best of manage,
ment personnel because they are · able to 
afford much higher salaries for their 
executive departments based on their 
ability to earn much- greater . profits. 
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Under these circumstances, the manage- include a recent speech made by my dis
ment of small business becomes essen- tinguished colleague, Hon. KENNETH 
tially unprofitable and these concerns ROBERTS, who represents the fourth Aia
either give up the struggle and go quietly bama district. 
into bankruptcy or, if they are lucky, This .address was delivered by Con
they are able to persuade a larger con- gressman ROBERTS at the midwinter con
cern to buy them out. ference of the Veterans of Foreign Wars 

Under these circumstances, Mr. Speak- on February 11, 1956, in Anniston, Ala. 
er, it behooves the Government to take I am sure that all who read Representa
whatever action seems necessary to pre- tive ROBERTS' timely statement will find 
serve the ability of the small corpora- it of real interest: ' · 
tions to compete with their larger neigh- The price of freedom ts high. All of us 
bors. For this reason, I am introducing in this room are aware that the price of free
a bill designed to give some measure o:t: dom is high because we have already made 
tax relief to the .small-business .men of a sul;>stantiai' payment. Some of the . pay
the United states: . Under this bill; whicn . m~nt has been made in the currency of th:µe 
has been introduced · in the . Senate by from ·our own lives; some has been made in 
~enator WILLIAM FuLBRIGHT and .a dis- . the currency of doUars and cents; and some 
~ bf us .have had members in our families make 
tinguished list of cosponsors, the tax on . their final payment with their life. 
net earnings WQUld be r~duced from 30 - When the· United states . entered World 
percent, as it presently is~ to 22 percent, War I, it was with the hope that this 
and the surtax on corporate income in was the "war to end all wars." Unfortu
excess of $25,000 would be.increased from nately time has cruelly shown us that this 
the present 22 percent to 31 percent. was a pious hope. Following the Treaty of 

This bill would have the following ef- Versailles, the United States-, searching for 
the road to peace, participated in a disari;na

fect on corporate taxes: Corporations ment . race. An immature united states 
with incomes of $25;ooo or less would danced and drank its way through the roar
have their tax burden reduced by 26.7 ing twenties, oblivious to world problems; 
percent. A corporation with income o~ seeking only the gratification of momentary 
$100,000 would be gt~en a tax relief of pleasures. · 
2.7 percent. Corporations with incomes The "crash" which obliterated our dream 
of $500,000 and over would have in- world of the twenties was a harsh, terrifying 
creased tax liabilities of from 1.1 percent, experience for America. The long, hard de
in the case of a corporation with that pression had a sobering and maturing effect 

on our country. During these years of the 
income, to 1.9 percent for a corPoration thirties there was a hard core which felt that 
with income of $100 million a year. 'This the ·United States Government should devote 
bill would result in a net gain in Govern- its foreign policy to staying free fr6m any 
ment income of some $20 million. Its entangling all1ances. Our efforts should be 
benefits to the small-business man would directed toward strengthening our own do
be much, much greater. With the funds mestic policy. ,We had remained out of the 
W!licl;l_ Ile formerly haq to set aside for :League of Nations and we should not now in-

.. dulge in politics· abroad.- It was during these 
Govermµt;nt taxes, he wouict qe a}?l~ tq, years, while we refused· to look beyond the 
finance many of the increased activities, • gentle ·rolling· surf of our coastlines, that 
enabling him to compete on a much more Hitler and Mussolini rose to power. The re
equitable basis with his large competitor. sults of our hope to remain free from world 
It would enable him to pay higher sal- strife by not participating and assuming our 
aries to his executive personnel. It role of responsibility took 'it.s toll when World 
would enable him to undertake some of War II broke out and invaded the lives of 
the research activities which are the life- all of us. 

I am proud of the mature, responsible role 
blood of the modern corporation. the United states has pfayed since this time. 

The benefits to the Nation are, I think, Through the combined efforts of all our citi
quite as great. As I stated at the outset, zens the United States did reach total mobi
we are a Nation built on the basis of a lization. The United States contributed her 
free competitive economy. Anything J:nen, her industrial strength, and her phi
which strengthens this economy i.s to the losopby rooted deep in constitutional liberty 

anci" respect for the individual. The United 
benefit of all. In addition, we are today states contributed these elements so that the 
leaders of th,e free world and we adver- world could live in peace again and be a 
tise the success of our free-enterprise hayen for all freemen everywhere. 
system. If we are to maintain the posi"'! · Unfortunately once again time did not 
tion and the strength of the free world br~ng our wish true, at least not immediately. 
in the struggle against · the alien system In contrast to previous behavior, however, we 
of communism, we must maintain our- · have not drawn about us the cloak of isola
own concepts. · -This bi-11 is certainly no tionism in the false hope that this would 
cure-all, but it is, at least, a step 'in the provid~ protection. We have taken a strong 

· ht d" t" - stand to see that what we fought for and 
rig irec }On. what many men died for wiil not be ·1ost. We 

The Price of Freedom b High 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. ARMISTEAD. I. SELDEN, JR. 
OF ALABA:MA· , 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

Thursday, February. 23, 1956 ~1~.' 
Mr. SELDEN. Mr. Speaker, under 

leave to extend my own remarks in the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, I am pleased to 

still must make payments upon the altar of 
military preparedness if we want to keep 
peace. And this we are willing to do. 

This time the United States took a strong 
stand to keep faith with those who died so 
that they may sleep in peace in Flanders 
Field. You might ask, what has our pro
gram for peace been? First, let me say it 
has been a strong, positive program based on 
a realistic appraisal of the world-the world's 
many governments, its peoples, and the in
tricate struggle being made by some for world 
control. When I think of what might be 
called our -militant ·: program for peace, 
which to some may seem a contradiction in 
terms, I am reminded of a statement made 
by that wonderful warm, human philoso
pher, Will Rogers. :Will Rogers commenting 

on the reality with which the Pilgrims faced · 
life said: "When the Pilgrims prayed, th~y 
usually had a musket in their hands so 
they'd be sure to .get what they asked for." 

Of our immed~ate postwar action, I think 
that history will prove that the Marshall 
plan was one of the greatest i:i,nd most hu
manitarian concepts ever conceived and im
plemented by any conqueror. It would have 
been quite possible for a nation geared to 
win an all-out war, while still in the white 
heat of battle, to have accepted the infa
mous Morgenthau plan-a plan to com
pletely carve up the carcass of Germany and 
serve it upon a platter for all the victors to 
relish. OU.r philosphy transcended this petty 
bitterness and embraced a program to -bene
fit free men wherever we could. We .had, 
not lost our vision. We had come to the sad 
realizJ3.tion that though, th~ last shl:>t had 

. been fired in the hot war, the struggle still 
· continued. . 

- It took " .both courage and vision for our 
Government to act to aid Greece and Turkey. 
Time has proved that this decision was right. 

Our Governmeiit was not fi~tered by the 
Russians prohibiting land travel into Ber
lin. We countered this maneuver with the 
Berlin airlift. 

As the true character and designs of the 
Russian Bear continued to unfold bit by 
bit, the United States and our allies adopted 
a. counterdefensive policy. The Western 
Allies formed the North Atlantic Treaty Alli
ance. This has been followed more recently 
by the Southeast' Asian Alliance. 

The United Nations, with our full support, 
took the difficult strong stand to meet force 
with force to halt overt aggression in Korea. 

In this tense international chess game 
being waged between the East and West it 
is difficult to anticipate where the next move 
will be made. It is not difficult, however, to 
know wb,at the aims of our. opponent are, 
and, our best defensive is to be prepared and 
to remain alert. 

Congress has been very -much concerned 
about both remaining prepared and alert. 
~!though .the present administration in 1953 
recommended a New Look for the Air Force, 
which, · translated into simple language, 
mea:nt !'l- cutback in the number of air wings, 
Congress opposed this action and appropri
ated funds to provide us with 137 air wings. 

In the 1st session of this B4th Congress the 
administration moved to cut down the man
power of the United States Marine Corps. 
Congress opposed this reduction. Congress 
voted additional funds to increase manpower 
personnel and to maintain it at combat 
readiness. 

T;his year I think that either the present 
administration decided that the people 
wanted and knew a strong military defense 
program was essential or the administration 
feared congressional criticism and opposi
tion, for in the President's· budget for fiscal 
year 1957 the defense budget requests are 
up .over last year's ~nd are higher than what . 
everyone was predicting would be requested. 
~ am not advocating that military appropria
tions be allowed to break the financial back 
of the Nation. :aowever, when our national 
income is higher than it has ever been, and 
when it appears probably that the ljudget 
may be balanced this ,year for the first time 
since the Truman administration accom
plished this in 1948, it seems only sensible 
that we make an intell1gent investment in 
those programs which are essential to main
taining world peace. If we do not, . it may 
very well be that there is no peace, no pros
perity, no freedom, and very lfttle hope. 

It was of very grave concern to me when 
I read the first of Gen. Matthew Ridg~ 
way's story, a~4 I quote: "l'. felt. I was being . 
called upon to destroy, rather than to build, 
a fighting force on which rested the world's 
best hope for peace. • · • • As Chief of Staff, 
I quicltly learned that though my own rec~ 
ommendations were made on a purely mili
tary basis, the decisions of the Defense De-
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partment were based on ·considerations other 
than clear-cut military needs. They -were 
based · on budgetary considerations, on po
litical consideration, on the 'advantage to ·be 
gained in the field of domestic politics by ·a 
drastic reduction 1n military expenditures." 

If any of General Ridgway's statement is 
true, it is a shoc:King situation. The defense 
of our country should not become political 
football considerations. The people of our 
country who are called up to arms whenever 
there has been an error in judgment, do not 
want partisan politics to determine our pol
icy. We cannot 'afford to be partisan in terms 
of either money, men, or time. As a Member 
of Congress~ regardless of whatever party
line propaganda may be distributed, I can 
assure you I intend to support those pro
grams which I sincerely feel will carry us 
toward peace. This is a matter of world 
,,ecurity. 

One of the deadly races now being run 
between Russia and the United States is to 
develop the ballistic missile. Since the end 
of World War II, the Kremlin has been striv
ing to narrow the technological gap between_ 
the Russian economy and our own. Each 
year they have challenged us more formid
ably in our one area of superior strength
our ability to design and put into produc
tion superior weapons. The Soviets achieved 
their first atomic bomb in 1949. In 1953, less 
than 9 months after the United States first 
full-scale hydrogen tests, the Russians de
tonated a hydrogen bomb. The Soviets have 
developed the Bison x long-range jet com
parable to our B-52's. Today our monopoly 
for delivering atomic bombs no longer exists. 
There are facts we cannot ignore. 

In the hands · Qf a treacherous aggressor, 
the intercontinental ballistic missile can 
bring hydrogen warfare's threat of extinction 
to Main Street, United States of America. 
And it can arrive in less than 30 minutes, di
rect from Moscow. To date, there is no 
known defense against this monster. 

During the past few years, Congress ..has 
been appropriating increasing amounts of 
money for the guided-missile program. I 
feel that this program will have to be seri
ously stepped-up if we want to win this race. 
If we do not win, it is possible that Russia 
will blackmail our allies into inactivity by 
threat of extinction. It is possible that this 
program could be quickened, if Senator 
JACKSON'S proposal to remove this program 
from interservice rivalry were followed and 
it was established in an independent setup, 
such as the Manhattan District was created 
to develop the atomic bomb. I hope that the 
Senate and House Armed Services Commit
tees will give this deadly matter their imme
diate attention. 

In this race for technical superiority, we 
cannot overlook the need for brains. Are we 
winning the race developing and training one 
of our greatest natural resources, the ininds 
of our young people? In the 26 years between 
19:MJ and 1954 Russia graduated 682,000 en
gineers as against 480,000 in the United 
States. Last year Russia graduated twice as 
many engineers as we did. 

At this time I would like to say that I 
am very much in favor of the stand which 
the VFW had taken in supporting legisla
tion which would continue GI educational 
training benefits. so long as young men are 
being drafted. Such legislation seems only 
equitable to me. I should also like to point 
out that this program pays for · itself in 
dollars and cents as well as in intangibles. 
When the trainees of World War II com
pleted their training, their income was be
low that of -nonveterans in the same age 
group. In 1954, 10 years after the act had . 
been in effect, the veteran's average earning 
power had gone past the nonveterans, and 
these men were contributing in income taxes 
alone approximately $1 billion a year ·more 
than the nonveterans. ' Tl'le total cost of 
the World War II educational pr.ogram was 

$14Y:z b111ion. · This means. that the pro
gram paid for itself within 14112 years and 
that the taxes after that are ~11 profit. And 
it cannot be overlooked that this program 
trained 180,000 needed doctors, 113,000 re
search scientists, 450,000 civil engineers and 
many, many others. I can assure you that 
I expect to support legislation to c9ntinue 
this very fine program when it comes before 
the House of Representatives for a vote. 

I have spoken of . military preparedness 
this afternoon. But it is in the hearts and 
minds of men that we shall win our final 
victory. The success :of' our great humani
tarian concepts-the Marshall plan, the 
point 4 program, to share the world's 
abundance--ls obvious, if one ls to judge 
by the fact that Russia is now trying to 
emulate us. World War II cost us $350 
billion. Our foreign aid programs have cost 
less than $65 billion. This is a small invest
ment to make for peace, and the return 
is incalculable in terms of life, liberty and 
happiness. 

I am sorry if I seemed to have painted 
you a picture of gloom here this afternoon. 
I do not feel that way about it. I do feel 
that it ls a realistic appraisal and that a 
strong portion of our defense depends upon 
facing reality. I would like to say that I 
have faith. I have faith in this great Na
tion of ours. In the heritage bestowed upol1 
us by our ancestors who came to this wilder
ness to found a nation dedicated to "liberty, 
justice, and freedom for all." 

Tlle West believes in the dignity of man; 
in human worth; in freedom for the develop
ment and expression of man's soul. For 
these reasons I do not ·doubt that we shall 
win ultimate victory in the hearts and minds 
of men. In Zechariah it reads: "Not by 
might, nor by power, but by my spirit, 
saith the Lord of hosts." 

Califomia Witnesses Prove That Colorado 
River Project Will Not Threaten Cali
fornia's Wat er Rights 
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Mr. ENGLE. Mr. Speaker, It is the 
duty of those of us who represent Cali
fornia in the Congress to satisfy our
selves that not one drop of water to 
which California is legally entitled is 
taken from it by the Colorado River proj
ect legislation. That this is at the heart 
of California's particular concern in this 
matter is clearly set forth in the follow
ing excerpt from the comments of the 
California State engineer, Mr. A. D. · 
Edmonston, on the report of the Secre
tary of the Interior on the Colorado 
River storage project: 

The primary interest· of the State of Cali
fornia in the specific projects set forth in 
the report of the Commissioner of Reclama
tion as approved by the Secretary of the 
Interior on January 26, 1951, is that in the 
construction and operation of any of these 
projects, California will receive its due ap
portionment of the waters of the Colorado . 
River system as provided for in the Colorado 
River compact and related laws, instruments, 
and documents.to 

10 H. Doc. No. 364, 83d Cong., 2d sess., 297 
(1954). 

Should authorization of the project · 
prejudice California's legal rights to the 
waters of the Colorado River, my duty 
a& well as the duty of every other per
son charged with the resPonsibility of 
representing California in or before 
Congress would be to opp·ose the legisla
tion with all possible vigor. Conversely, 
such opposition is out of order if it can 
be established that authorization would 
pose no threat whatsoever to California's 
legal share of waters of the Colorado 
River, providing the project is otherwise 
in accord with the general policy of the 
Federal Government governing water 
resources developmer..t: 

I have come to the conclusion that it 
is possible for the upper basin to develop 
and use some of the water to which it is 
entitled under ·the terms of the Colorado 
River Compact without impairing its 
ability to deliver to California and the 
other lower basin States the water to 
which they are entiled. That conclusion 
is based on statements by Northcutt Ely 
and Raymond Matthew, attorney and 
engineer, respectively, for the California
Colorado River Board, and on official 
comments and statements by California 
State Engineer Edmonston, and by the 
C.olorado River Board of California to 
the effect that all of the consumptive 
uses in the upper basin contemplated in 
current legislation can be made without 
interfering with the quantity of water 
which must be delivered to the lower 
basin. Later 11 in this article evidence 
will be presented from the offi.cial record 
whi~h establishes that California officials 
have, first, admitted that water avail
able for use in the upper basin is more 
than -adequate to supply all the require
ments of the projects included in the 
Colorado River storage project without 
injury-to California; second, maintained 
that large holdover storage in the upper 
basin is an essential prerequisite to de
velopment there in order to assure that 
California and the other lower basin 
States will continue to receive the water 
to which they are entitled under the 
compact; third, urged prompt construc
tion of the largest feature of the Colo
rado River storage project, namely, the 
Glen Canyon reservoir; and fourth, en
dorsed the generation of ele~tric energy 
as a necessary and desirable adjunct of 
upper basin development. 
BACKGROUND OF PROPOSALS FOR UPPER BASIN 

DEVELOPMENT 

Basic to any understanding of the 
rights of the seven States of the Colorado 
River Basin to the use of · the waters of · 
the Colorado River is the Colorado River 
Compact of 1922.1

!1 That compact divides 
the Colorado River Basin into two parts, 
the upper basin comprising parts of the 
upper basin comprising parts of the 
States of Arizona, Colorado, New Mexico, 
Utah and Wyoming, and the lower basin 
comprising parts of the States of Ari
zona, California, Nevada, New Mexico, 
and Utah,_ with Lee Ferry, a point in 
Arizona, as the dividing point between 
the two basins. Each basin is defined to 
include, in addition to the specified 
States, such other States located outside 

11 Infra, at .p. 17 et seq. 
12 H. Doc. No. 717, 80th Cong., 2d sess., at 

Al7 (1948). 
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the drainage area of the Colorado River 
system as are or will be beneficially 
served by waters diverted from the Colo
rado River system above or below Lee 
Ferry, as the case may be. 

Article III <a>. of the compact appor
tions to each basin in .Perpetuity: 

The exclusive beneficial consumptive use 
of 7,500,000 acre-feet of water per annum. 

Article III (d) provides that--
states of the upper division will not cause 

the flow of the river at Lee Ferry to be de
pleted below an aggregate of 75 million acre
feet for any period of 10 consecutive years. 

The Colorado River ·compact and the 
Boulder Canyon Project Act,13-which 
authorized the Hoover Dam and the All
American Canal as its major features-
became effective in 1929 after r·ati:fica
tion of the compact by 6 of the 7 States 
of the Colorado River Basin, the enact
ment of the California Limitation Act 14 

and the proclamation by the President. 
Development in the lower basin pro
ceeded at a fast pace with the construc
tion of Hoover Dam, Parker Dam, Davis 
Dam, the Colorado River Acqueduct, and 
other works. Development in the upper 
basin, on the other hand, proceeded 
more slowly, due to various factors in
cluding the lack of a comprehensive 
plan for the use of their waters and of 
an apportionment of the waters among 
the States themselves, and to various 
economic, technical, and other problems 
that confronted it. 

The first effective step toward even
tual upper basin development came 
with the enactment of the Boulder 
Canyon Project Adjustment Act of 
1940.15 Section 2 (d) of that act pro
vided for a payment of $500,000 an
nually from the Colorado River dam 
fund, which was established by the 
Boulder Canyon Project Act, to a spe
cial fund in the Treasury designated t!:1e 
"Colorado River development fund." 
The first receipts of the fund up to 
$1.500,000 were directed to be used "for 
the continuation and extension, under 
the direction of the Secretary of studies 
and investigations by the Bureau of 
Reclamation for the formulation of a 
comprehensive plan for the utilization 
of the water.s of the Colorado River sys
tem for irrigation, electric power, and 
other purposes" in the upper and lower 
divisions of the Colorado River Basin. 
Receipts of the fund through the year 
1955 were directed to be used for in
vestigation and construction of projects 
in the four States of the upper d~vision. 

Pursuant to ·that authorization, the 
Department . of the Interior undertook 
an exhaustive investigation of potential 
water resources developments in the 
Colorado River Basin in Arizona, Cali
fornia, Colorado, Nevada, New Mexico, 
Utah, and Wyoming, the results of 
which were contained in an interim re
port of the Secretary of the Interior 
published in 1947 and entitled "The 
Colorado River-A Natural Menace Be
comes a National Resource." 18 Before 

la 45 Stat. 1057 (1928). 
14 Calif. Stats. 1929, ch. 16, p. 38. 
15 54 Stat. 774. · 
18 H. Doc. No. 419, 80th Cong., 1st sess. 

(1947). 

publication the report was submitted to 
the seven affected States and to the Sec
retary of war, the Federal Power Com
mission, and the Department of Agri
culture, and their replies were included 
in it. The report contained a compre
hensive inventory of potential water re
sources developments in the Colorado 
River Basin. In his letter transmitting . 
it to the President, the Secretary of the 
Interior stated: 

Although I cannot recommend author
ization of any projects at this time, I am 
sending the accompanying inventory report 
forward in order that you and the Congress 
may be apprized of this comprehensive in
ventory of potential water resource develop
ments in the Colorado River Basin, and of 
the present situation regarding water rights 
in the Colorado River Basin.11 

The report took cognizance of the fact 
that while the Colorado River compact 
divides the water between the upper and 
lower basins, it made no division among 
the States within each basin. It further 
noted that an Upper Basin Compact 

·· Commission had been created to appor
tion upper basin water. The commis
sion reached agreement and the compact 
became effective upon the concurrence 
of Congress in .. 1948.18 

Following the apportionment of the 
waters among the upper basin States, 
various bills were introduced to author
ize developments there. Meanwhile the 
Department continued its studies, and 
under date of December 1950, the Bu
reau of Reclamation presented Project 
Planning Report No. 4-8a-81-1 which 
recommended approval of an overall 
plan of development of the upper Colo
rado River Basin and initial authoriza
tion and construction of 5 storage proj
ects and 10 participating or consump
tive-use projects: Under date of June 
14, 1951, California submitted its views 
and recommendations on the report, say
ing, among other things, the following: 

The State of California favors congres
sional authorization of the specific projects 
set forth in the proposed report of the .Sec
retary of the Interior or as may be modified, 
and their construction with Federal funds 
consistent with national welfare if (a) such 
projects qualify under criteria, policies, and 
procedures of the Congress, and (b) the di
version and utilization of the waters of the 
Colorado River system by and through these 
projects will not impair the rights of the 

. State of California or any. of its agencies 
tp the waters of that system as defined and 
set forth In the Colorado River compact 
and related laws and documents.1u 

The project was the subject of con-
. tinuing study by the Bureau .of Reclama
tion on the basis of which a supplemen
~al report dated December 10, 1953, was 
prepared. It recommended the con
struction of the Glen Canyon and Echo 
Park storage and power units and of 
some 11 reclamation projects. The 
total cost of the units r~commended for 
authorization was $923,056,000. The re'
port was transmitted to the Speaker of 
the House.20 President Eisenhower re-

17 Id. at 2. 
:1.s 63 Stat. 31 ( 1949). 
19 H. Doc. No. 364, 83d Cong., 2d sess. at 

297 (1954). 
20 H. Doc. No. 364, 83d Cong., 2d sess. (1954). 

f erred to the report in a press release 
dated March 20, 1954, which read, in 
part, as follows: 

I have today approved recommendations 
for the ~evelopment o:t ,the upper Colorado 
River Basin. · · 

The general plan upon ·which these recom
mendations are based has been prepared by 
the Secretary of the Interior. The Secre
tary's recommendations have been reviewed 
by the Bureau of the Budget. Legislation 
embodying the administration's recommen
dations is being prepared for introduction 
in the Congress. . 

This is a comprehensive, well-planned de
velopment of a river basin .. · The close Fed
eral-State cooperation upon which the Sec
retary's plan is based also carries out this 
administration's approach to water-resource 
development. 

The development will conserve water, en
abling the region to increase supplies for 
municipal uses, industrial development, and 
irrigation. It will develop much-needed 
electric power. 

The development calls for sound financing. 
The legislation now being drafted will set 
up a fund for the entire project so that it 
will b~ constructed and paid for as a basin 
program. 

I hope the Congress will give early consid
eration to enactment of the administration's 
legislative proposal. I firmly believe devel
opment of the upper Colorado River Basin, in 
accordance with its provisions, is in the 
national interest.21 

The President has repeatedly urged 
the Congress to approve his proposed 
upper Colorado River development. In 
his State of the Union message to the 
Congress in January 1955, President 
Eisenhower stated with reference to the 
project: 

The Federal Government must shoulder 
its * * * partnership obligations by under
taking projects of such complexity and size 
that their success requires Federal develop
ment. In keeping with this principle, I 
again urge the Congress to approve the de
velopment of the upper Colorado River Basin 
to conserve and assure better use of precious 
water essential to the future of the West.2'l 

In his budget message for the same 
year the President said: 

I also recommend enactment of legisla
tion authorizing the Bureau of Reclamation 
to undertake construction of two compre
hensive river-basin improvements which are 
beyond the capacity of local initiative, pub
lic or private, but which are needed for irri
gat~on, power, fiood control, an(! municipal 
and inctustrial water supply . . These are the 
upper Colora<io River Basin development in 
the States of Colorado, Utah, Wyoming, Ari
zona, and New Mexico, and the Fryingpan
Arkansas development in Colorado. The 
Color~do River development will enable the 
upper basin States to conserve floodwaters 
and to assure the "8.Vailability of water and 
power necessary for the economic growth of 
the region * * • Sale of power generated 
at these developments will repay the power 
investment within 50 years and will make a 
contribution toward repayment of other 
investments.23 

In his State of the Union message for 
1956, delivered only last month, Presi
dent Eisenhower again urgently recom
mended action authorizing the Colorado 

21 Id at 1. 
12 H. Doc. No. 1, 84th Cong., 1st sess. at 8. 
23 H. Doc. No. 16, 84th Cong., 1st sess. at 

M. 65. 
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River storage project and the Fryingpan
Arkansas project during the current ses
sion of Congress.~ 

THE PROJECT BEFORE CONGRESS 

The Senate's bill to authorize the 
project, S. 500, passed that body during 
the 1st session of the 84th Congress. It 
would authorize 6 storage reservoirs with 
hydroelectric features and incidental 
works and 12 participating or consump
tive-use irrigation projects plus some 21 
additional projects conditioned on later 
congressional approval of feasibility re
ports on each. The total construction 
cost of all features in the Senate bill is 
$1,658,460,100. 

H. R. 3383, to authorize the project, 
was favorably reported.2~ by the Commit
tee on Interior and Insular Affairs on 
July 8, 1'955, · and shortly· thereafter 
cleared for floor consideration by the 
House Committee on Rules. 2° Congress 
adjourned before the matter was taken 
up in the House. It is assumed that the 
backers will press for House action early 
in the current session of the 84th Con
gress. As reported by the committee, 
H. R. 3383 would authorize as an initial 
phase of the comprehensive plan of upper 
basin development 4 holdover storage 
reservoirs and 11 participating projects. 
The 4 holdover storage units and their 
locations are as follows: 

Glen Canyon, Ariz. and Utah. Flam
ing Gorge, Utah and Wyo.; Navajo, N. 
Mex.; Curecantil, Colo.21 

• 

The 11 consumptive-use projects would 
bring irrigation to some 132,000 acres of 
new land and provide a supplemental 
water supply for an additional 234,000 
acres. 

The controversial Echo Park Dam, 
which has been opposed by individuals 
and organizations on grounds that it 
would invade the Dinosaur National 
Monument, was eliminated from H. R. 
3383 in our committee, as was the Juniper 
Dam. The bill would authorize the ap
propriation of $760 million which is $190 
million less than the $950 million recom
mended for the project by the Eisen
hower administration. 

Recently .an agreement was reached 
between the governors, Senators, and 
Representatives of the upper basin to 
eliminate· Echo Park Dam from the proj
ect in deference to those who opposed 
that particular feature because of its 
location. Based on the elimination of 
Echo Park, tl~e executive secretary of the 
Wilderness Society; which is typical of 
the national conservation societies whi~h 
opposed tlie project solely because of 
Echo Park, advised Congressman Dawson 
of Utah by letter dated February 1, 1956, 
that its opposition has been withdrawn.28 

That withdrawal leaves the California 
opposition as the only objector to legis
lation to authorize the Colorado storage 
project. 

24 H. Doc. No. 241, 84th Cong., 2d se~s., at 10. 
25 H. Rept. No. 1087, 84th Cong., 1st sess., 

(1955). 
20 H. Rept. No. l.332, 84th Cong., 1st sess. 

(1955). 
27 Authorization of this feature was made 

subject to a finding of feasibility and report 
to the Congress. 

28 102 Daily CONGRESSIONAL RECORD A1079 
(Feb. 2, 1956). 

Although, as has already been pointed 
out, California's primary concern with 
legislation to authorize the Colorado 
River storage project relates to any ad
verse effect the project may have on its 
legal shares to the waters of the Colo
rado River, much criticism has been 
forthcoming from the California oppo
sition based on the financial aspects of 
the project. Following is the allocation 
of costs of the project which would be 
authorized in the pending H. R. 3383: 

Item and allocation 
Nonreimbursable: Flood con-

trol, fish and wildlife and recreation ________________ _ 

Reimbursable: 
$8,205,000 

Pov.rer-------------------- 422,743,500 
Municipal water---------- 40, 950, 000 
Irrigation ----------------- 29 282, 800, 000 

Of the total cost of the project less 
than 1 percent is nonreimbursable and 
that is for features which have spe
cifically been recognized as Federal ex
penses such as :flood control,30 fish and 
wildlife,81 and recreation.32 The remain
ing 99 percent plus of the cost is re
imbursable. The entire allocation for 
municipal and industrial water and 
power of approximately $463.7 million is 
returnable to the United States with in
terest on the investment plus interest 
accruing during construction. The irri
gation allocation of $282.8 million would 
be repaid in equal installments over a 
50-year period plus any development pe
riod authorized, but does not bear in
terest in accordance with a principle 
that has been a part of reclamation law 
for over 50 years. 

Referring to the application of reve
nues contemplated from the project in
cluded in H. R. 3383, the following is 
set forth in the committee report: 

In a 50-year period following the laet 
power installation, net power revenues from 
the pov.rer facilities herein authorized are 
estimated at $1,075 million. Irrigation rev
enues in 50 years from the irrigation proj
ects herein authorized are estimated at $36.6 
million. The $1,075 million from power rev
enues v.rould be sufficient to pay the power 
investment of $422.7 million, interest on 
the power investment of about $320 million 
to the Federal Treasury, the necessary ·finan- · 
cial assistance to irrigation of $246.2 million 
($282.8 million minus $36.6 million) and 
leave a surplus at the end of the period 
of about $86 million. Municipal water rev
enues would be· sufficient to r~pay the mu~ 
nicipal v.rater allocation with interest includ
ing interest during construction. · 

After the project has been completely re
paid, the net power revenues amounting to 
from $15 million to $20 million annually for 
the units herein authorized will continue 
to flow into the Treasury. Over the long 
run, these additional revenues v.rill more 
than offset the cost to the Federal Govern
ment resulting from interest-free financing 
for the irrigation investment. Thus, it is 
evident that the repayment plan is sound 
and that repayment is in accordance with 

29 H. Rept. No. 1087, 84th Cong., 1st sess. 
at 11and12. 

80 49 Stat. 1570 ( 1936), 33. :U· S. <;J. 701~ 
(1952). 

a1 60 Stat. 1080 (1934), 16 U. S. C. 662 
(1952). 

a2 The report of the President's Water Re
sources Policy Commission. Vol. 3, Water 
Resources Law (1950) at 331. · 

the normal procedure for reclamation proj
ects.33 

In his testimony on S. 500.84 Mr. North
cutt Ely decried the fact that the power 
revenues, in addition to repaying the cost 
of the power facilities with interest, will 
be used to pay out the cost of the recla
mation facilities included in the project. 
Yet the use of power revenues for such 
purposes has been a common feature of 
Federal reclamation projects financing.85 

It received the endorsement of President 
Eisenhower's Presidential Committee on 
Water Resources Policy in a report 36 sent 
to the Congress on January 17, 1956. The 
Committee was comprised of the three 
following Cabinet officers: Secretary of 
Interior McKay, Chairman; Secretary of 
Agriculture Benson; and Secretary of 
Defense Wilson. In their report the 
members said in part as follows: · 

Use of excess revenues: Reclamation law 
has for many years permitted the application 
of excess revenue from the sale of power and 

. municipal and industrial water (1. e., reve-· 
nues received in excess of the amount neces
sary to amortize the capital cost v.rith interest 
and cost of maintenance and operation of 
such purposes) to help repay part of irriga
tion costs. Such application has been made 
on numerous projects over many years. It 
should be recognized, however, that any 
charge for pov.rer above that necessary to 
repay power costs constitutes in effect an 
assessment upon the pov.rer users, v.rho in
clude practically all of the residents in the 
region. Thus, it is one method of collecting 
a share of costs from secondary local bene
ficiaries. 

The Committee believes that such a use 
of excess revenue from Federal pov.rer sales 
to repay a portion of the costs of,other types 
of projects is a justifiable procedure provided 
the project to which such revenues are ap-. 
plied is a part of the area from which such 
excess revenues are derived.a1 

The Californians who object to the 
project on grounds of subsidy do so in 
the fact of the fact that the major sub
sidy to the reclamation projects comes 
not from the Federal Treasury, but from 
the power users in accordance with regu
lar principles. The Federal ·subsidy 
amounts to only $8.2 million and that for 
features which are recognized as Federal 
expenses.38 Contrast that subsidy with 
the estimated nonreimbursable Federal 
cost of $348 million 39 for only one flood 
control project in Southern California, 
namely the Los Angeles County drain
age area-excluding the Whittier Nar
rows Reservoir-and you can get some 
idea of the reaction of Upper Basin 
suok:esmen to challenges to the Colorado 
River storage project based on eco~ 
nomics by the California opposition. 
Thus a single flood-control project which 
benefits 1 area in California carries a 
nonreimbursable Federal grant which is 

sa H. Rept. 1087, 84th Cong., 1st sess., at 
12 and 13. · · 

a' Hearings on S. 500, supra, at 572. 
u The report of the President's Water Re

sources Policy Commission, op. cit., supra, at 
296. 

asH. r;>oc. 315, 84th Cong., 2d sess. (1955). 
. 87 Id. at 33. 

as Supra, notes 30, 31, and 32. 
1111 Hearings before subcommittee of the 

Committee on Appropriations, U. S. Senate 
on H. R. 6766, 84th Cong., 1st sess. (1955), at 
1886. 
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over. 43 times the subsidy to the Colorado . 
storage project in which 4 States benefit. 
If it is considered -appropriate to take 
into account the cost to the Federal Gov
ernment based on the non-interest-bear.
ing irrigation investment, those features 
of the Colorado River storage projects 
would cost the United States some $285 
million in interest over the 60-year amor
tization term. At the end of that period. 
all Federal costs will have been repaid. 
The nonreimbursable Federal grant for 
the Los Angeles County drainage area. 
on the other hand, will over the same 
length of time cost the United States 
$570 million in interest alone and this 
interest cost will continue to mount in
definitely. After 100 years, it will 
·amount to $870 million. 

Furthermore, it · is difficult for Cali
forniRns to oppose the upper basin devel
opment ·on economic grounds when the 
State of California is going to build. the 
Feather River project out of its own 
funds with no reference to historical 
standards of feasibility. 

.SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA'S PoSITION 

At the outset I stated that my refu,sal 
to join the alinement against the upper 
basin development which Northcutt Ely 
and Raymond Matthew-attorney and 
engineer, respectively, for the· Callfor
nia-Colorad-0 River Beard-have spear
headed is based on a conviction that it is 
possible for the upper basin to develop 
some of its legal share of the waters of 
the Colorado River Basin without im
pairing California's rights to its share 
of the same waters. It is my purpose to 
now set forth the evidence on which that 
conclusion is based-evidence assembled 
from the public record which 1 believ.e
does not supPQrt the stand of those who 
have fought upper basin development as 
a "threat to California's vital water and 
power supplies.·,.~0 

WATER AVAILABLE' FOR USE IN UPPER BASIN . 

It has already been shown that article 
m <a) of the Colorado River compact 
apportions to the upper basin the bene-. 
ncial consumptive use· of "7 ,500,000 acre
feet per annum from th,e waters of the 
Colorado River Basin. The State engi
neer of California has stated that the 
long-term average quantity available 
for use in the upper basin may be some
what less than 7 ,500,000 acre-feet a year 
due to article m < d> of the compact 
which provides that the upper basin 
States will not cause the flow of the river 
at Lee Ferry to be depleted below an ag
gregate of '75,000,000 acre-feet for any 
io consecutive years. He stated that 
studies have indicated . that the upper 
basin during a critical period such as 
1S31-40 would not have more than 6,-
077,000 acre-feet available to it, which, 
together with estimated reservoir losses 
of 831,000 acre-feet, would result in a 
total consumptive use of 6,908,000 acre
feet. He then concluded that the long
term average quantity available for con
sumptive use in the upper basin is be
tween 6,900,000 and 7,500,000 acre-feet 
per year.41 

Lo 30 Los Angeles B. A. Bull. 227. 
nH. Doc. 419, 80th Cong., 1st sess. {1947}, 

at 33 and 34. 

There has been unanimous agreement 
·among ·Californians that the consump
tive uses of project.s included in· S; 500 
or H. R. 3383 would not -require near the 
amqupt of water allotte<t' to .the upper 
basin by the compact. Mr. Ely testified. 
.iµ part, as follows: 
- The aggregate consumptive use of these 

projects .is said to range from abOut a half 
~lllton to about 1 Y2· million acre-feet. These 
quari.tit'les when added to about 2,500,000 
acre'=' feet, said to _ be required by projects 
already constructed or authorized would rep
resent a total use of say 3 million or 4 million 
acre-feet in the upper basin. The larger 
of these figures ls still within the quantity 
of 7,500,000 acre-feet per annum, the use of 
which ls appor~ioned to the upper basin by 
article 3 (a) of the Colorado River Compact. 
Moreover, the engineering studies indicate 
that this total could be permanently put to 
use . without t1f-e construction of any new 
hold-over stor~e w.hatever.4S 

Not only did Mr. Ely and Mr. Matthew 
concede that the consumptive uses of all 
projects included in the Colorado River 
storage project legislation is well within 
the upper basin's entitlement, but they 
testified such · uses were so small that 
they could be made without the con
struction of any hold-over storage facil
ities whatsoever. 

Mr. Matthew testified bef ere the 
~ouse committee, in part, as follows: 

Under present conditions of development 
of \;he upper basin. the measured fiow at Lee 
Ferry durin g all periods of 10 consecutive 
years has alwa ys materially exceeded 75 mU-
11on acre-feet ijproughout the period of rec
ord to date. Studies by the Bureau in the 
project planning report indicate that in the 
dryest 10-year .period of record, 1930-40, the· 
l,lpper basin could have theoretically used, 
without hold.oter storage, about 4 ,300,000 
acre-feet of water, or abovt 2,300,000 acre
ieet more than. the present u..«e as estima~ 
by the Bureau.,• 

Mr. Ely referred· to the fact that all. 
authorized and contemplated uses in the 
upper basin would represent" a total ·of 
from 3,500,000 to 4,500,000 ac1·e-feet L.'1 
the upper basin ~nd ac:J.ded: · 
. Moreover, the engineering studies indicate 
that this total ;could be permanently put to 
u se without 'the . construction of any new 
holdover storage whatever, and that no bold .... 
over storage would be required for nearly 
h alf a century even if other projects were 
added." 

I 
- Even the pendency of the c_ase of Ari
zona, against California aces not affect 
the amount of water required for con-
sumptive use by the Colorado River stor
age project, plus that required for all. 
presently auth-orized and existing proj
ects. The future determination by the 
Supreme Court in that case on such im
portant questions as whether beneficial 
consumptive use as used in article III 
(a) of the Colorado River compact and 
the Mexican Water Treaty means the 
quantity in fact used, measured at the 
Place · of use,

1 
or the effect of that use 

~easured in :terms of stream depletion 

0 Hearings on H. R. 3383, supra, at 825 and 
826. . 
~January 26, 1954, Raymond Matthew's 

statement before the House Subcommittee 
on Irrigation and-Reclamation on H. R. 4449 
and others, 83d Cong., 2d sess., at 692. 

' 4 Hearings on S. 500, supra, at 571. 

at Lee Ferry. as well as its decision on 
other disputed interpretations of provi
sions of pertinent compacts, laws. Q.nd 
treaties does not warrant a delay in au
tnorization Qf the Colorado River stor
age project, since, as_ Mr. Ely has testi
fied, the amount involved in that litiga
tion Vis-a-vis the upper and lower basins 
amounts to 2 million acre-feet.6 Thus 
if all disputed issues . in thaLcase are 
resolved in ·favor of the stand California 
has taken in Arizona-against California 
now be!ore the Supreme Court, there will remain 5,500,000 acre-feet per year 
available for use in the upper basin. 
This amount is stm ·well over 1 million 
acre-feet in excess of the 3,500,000 to· 

" 4,500,000 acre-feet which Mr. Ely testi
fied could be put to use in the ·upper 
Qa:sin without any danger to the lower 
basin. 

THE STORAGE DAMS 

By far the biggest assault from south
ern California on the Colorado River 
storage project has been directed at the 
storage dams. This is understandable 
since those. dams, which include hydro
electric features, are the "cash registers" 
of the entire development. . This is so 
because the revenues derived from. the 
sale cf power will. in accordance with 
standard practice, be used to pay off part 
of the cost of the participating, or irri
gation, projects. Without them the irri
gation projects canot be built except at 
prohibitive cost and the w.aters of _the 
Colorado River apportioned to the. upper 
basin by the compact must remain un
developed. 

The desire of southern Californians to 
forever preclude or at least delay devel
opment- in the upper basin· is under
standable when the effect of such devel
opment on lower basiil power revenues 
is taken into account. Manifestly, water 
which is used in the upper basin will not 
pass through Hoover and other lower 
basin dams to generate low-cost pow.er. 
The power generated from water to 
which the upper basin is entitled is. sold 
a.s secondary-undependable-energy at 
a low rate as contrasted with firm-ae
pendable.....-energy which is sold at a 
higher~rate. -That upper basin..Senators 
are not insensitive to this basis of. the. 
southern California opposition is shown 
in the following colloquy between Sen
ators Anderson, of New Mexico, Watkins, 
of Utah, and Mr. Raymond Matthewr.of 
the Colorado River · Board of California. 
in the course of the Senate hearings: 

Senator ANDERSON. May I stop you there to 
ask.: Since this has been dealing with Hoover 
Dam, is. it or is it not a fact that t-he Hoover 
Dam contracts are all set up on, a basis of 
gradual reduction of power quantities de
pendent upon the development of the upper 
basin? 

Mr. MATTHEW. That is correct. 
Senator ANDERSON. Then why should you 

suddenly complain about it now, if what 
you anticipated takes places? -

Mr. MATTHEW. Well, this ls far more than 
was anticipated. The firm power is defined 
in the contracts starting with 4,330 million 
kilowatt-hours a year, reduced by 8,760,000 
kilowatt-hours a year, due to depletions in 
the upper basin. 

.r. Hearings on H. R. 3383 et al., at 991, 992, 
and 993. 
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Senator ANDERSON: Would the projects 

Involved in this bill reduce it more than 
that? 

Mr. MATTHEW. Yes, these storage~ projects 
would--

Senator ANDERSON. But, surely, you wouid 
not contend that it was anticipated that the 
fiow at Lee Ferry should be above 7¥2 mil
lion acre-feet, and keep Hoover Dam going 
to capacity? 

Mr. MATTHEW. Not just necessarily for 
that. I am merely pointing out that under 
the contracts as set up, in order to deliver 
that firm power at Hoover, it would require 
the larger quantity. And if there was only 
7,500,000 acre-feet at Lee Ferry, then the firm 
power output would be reduced 26 percent, 
and they would not get any secondary. · 

Senator ANDERSON. I am trying to get down 
to bedrock, but you insist on these inter
pretations of the contracts requiring the 
delivery of 7¥2 million acre-feet at Lee Ferry. 
Now, if we live up to that part of the com
pact, and that results in any cutting down 
at Hoover Dam,· do you think that is wrong? 

Mr. MATTHEW. Yes, we do. 
Senator ANDERSON. You do. Therefore the 

Hoover Dam situation is more important 
than that section of the compact? •6 

• • • • 
Senator WATKINS. I am just wondering 

how they can lose when, as a matter of fact, 
they have been getting the beriefit of a gift, 
in etfect, from the upper basin States all 
these years in the way of secondary power, 
and, of course, ·firm power, ·much more of it 
than you could ordinarily guarantee unless 
you counted on having the water from the 
upper basin States run there personally 
(sic). 

Senator ANDERSON. That is the loss, Sena
tor. The loss ·he is talking about 1s_ a loss 
that they would obtain if somebody .stopped 
all the water ' in the Colorado River Basin 
from fiowing down tpere. 

Senator WATKINS. If we stop giving our 
water to them. · 

Senator ANDER~ON. Yes. That is -the loss. 
Senator WATKINS. I have had people make 

gifts to me once in a while, and if they stop 
giving me those gifts I have lost (sic). 

Mr. MATTHEW. As was testified to yesterday 
by Mr. Tillamn, of course, that secondary 
power and firm power was not guaranteed. 

Senator WATKINS. It was not. That is 
true.•7 

It is clear, as brought out in the fore
going colloquy, that the reduction of en
ergy available to allottees of Hoover Dam 
power which will result from the use by 
the upper basin of its share of the Colo
rado Basin waters has been anticipated 
since consummation of the compact. 
The Hoover Dam energy contracts with 
California public agencies and companies 
such as the cities of Los Angeles, Pasa
dena, Glendale, and Burbank, the Metro
politan Water District, ahd the South
ern California Edison Co., and the Cali
fornia Electric Power Co. each contain 
the following express condition and 
covenant: · · ~ · 

Delivery of water for generation of electric 
energy: 

10. (a) Subject to-
• • • • • 

(ii) the further statutory requirement 
that this contract is made upon the express 
condition and with the express covenant that 
the rights of the • • •, as a contractor for 
electrical energy, to the use of the waters of 
the Colorado River, or its tributaries, shall be 
subject to aJ1d controlled by the Colorado 
n.iver Compact. 

06 Hearings on: S. 500, supra, at 517 and 
518. 

67 Id., at 519. 

The United States will deliver the State 
energy in the manner required in this 
contract.4s 

Although Mr. Ely's position is that all 
the participating projects in the upper 
basin can be built "without the necessity 
for any storage whatever," •9 and Mr. 
Matthew has stated that "storage units 
should not be built in the upper ·basin 
in advance of their need in connection 
with consumptive-use projects," 00 the 
California State engineer and the Colo
rado River Board of California included 
the following recommendations in their. 
comments on the Secretary of the Inte
riar's report on potential upper basin 
developments: 

CONCLUDING COMMENTS 
The following comments and conclusions 

are submitted with respect to the proposed 
report of the Secretary of the Interior en
titled "The Colorado River," approved June 
7, 1946. 

• • • • • 
6. Large holdover st'Orage as indicated in 

the report is required in meeting the re
quiremen.ts of the Colorado River compact 
and in conserving and utilizing as far as it' 
is ultimately possible the waters of the Colo

administration's report on the project 
which comments were approved by Fred 
W. Simpson, chairman, the Colorado 
~iver Board of California. They were, 
m part, as follows: 

CONCLUDING COMMENTS 
• • • • • 

10. The early construction of Glen C'anyon 
Reservoir would be justified from the stand
point of other immediate advantages. Based 
upon the cost analyses in the report, the 
Glen Canyon Reservoir and power develop
~ent could be constructed and operated on 
a sound financial basis and therefore merits 
authorization at this time.52 

Testifying on H. R. 3383, Raymond 
Matthew endorsed Glen Canyon thusly: 

Of all the proposed units of the storage 
project, the Bureau's cost estimates indicate 
that the Glen Canyon Reservoir and power 
development is the only one that can clearly 
stand on its own feet as a financially sound 
project unit.53 

It might be expected that after a clear 
endorsement of Glen Canyon by the 
State engineer, the chairman of the 
Cqlorado River Board of California, and 
by Mr. Raymond Matthew, the chief en
gineer of the board, as an economically rado River system. 

• • feasible and even desirable development-, 
RECOMMENDATIONS . that Mr. Northcutt Ely would follow the 

c. That prior to determination of the al- official State position. Instead of doing 
location of the waters of the Colorado River so, he opposed the Glen Canyon develop-
system among the States of the upper basin, ment as unsound.5-1 · 
new consumptive-use projects in that basin Much criticism on the project is based 
be authorized u:nder the following. conditions: on an allegation that the storage dams 

(a) That the consumptive use of . .each r may be operated in such a manner as to 
project be assuredly withm eacb, water. apo- - be detrimental to the rights f C l.f -
catiqn as is considered the minimum for the . . . . . o . a i or 
State,. for which the project is to be con- · . ma, partic~larly dur~ng the period. when 
structed, after due allowance for all existing the reservoirs are being filled. The De
and authorized projects. · partment of the Interior has re!)eatedly 

(b) , That, concurrently with the,construc- · emphasized that the filling of the reser
tion of any new projects in the upper basin voirs will be accomplished in a manner 
wl-iich involve large additional use of water", to minimize any adverse effect on Hoover 
holdover storage capacity be provided in Dam power. Commissioner of 'Reclama-
that basin, to such an extent as may be ti·on D h · t t· ·- d th t d · 
necessary to assure that the fiow of the river ex eimer es li.le a unng 
at Lee Ferry will not be depleted below that many years they have had to release 
required by article III (d) of the compact.51 :flood waters from Hoover Dam to make 

. . space. He continued: 
The largest m physical · dimensions and 

cost of the storage dams, which is in
cluded in both the House and Senate bills, 
is Glen Canyon with a total cost alloca
tion of $421,270,000. It represents 55 
percent of all the recommended appro
priation for units authorized in H. R. 
3383. The reservoir storage capacity of 
Glen Canyon would be 26 million acre
f eet and the totp,l installed_ power capac
ity, 800,000 kilowatts. This dam would 
be located on the Colorado River in 

· northern Arizona about 13 miles down
stream from the Utah-Arizona State 

· line aad 15 miles upstream from Lee 
Ferry, which divides the upper and lower 
basins: 

This dominant financial and -physical 
feature of the entire Colorado River stor
age project was endorsed as late as Feb
ruary 15, 1954, by the State engineer of 
California in his official comments on the 

68 See, e. g., power contract, city of Los 
Angeles, dated May 29, 1941, H. Doc. 717, 80th 
Cong., 2d sess., at A361. See also the agree
ments with other contractors in the same 
volume. 

411 Hearings on H. R. 3383 et al., supra, at 
982. 

60 Hearings on S. 500, supra, at 526. 
61 H. Doc. 419, -80th Cong., 1st sess .• at 51, 

62 and 53. 

That water is wasted. Every year we are 
wasting water into the gulf because we do 
not have adequate storage now to take care 
of it. 

If we could have stored water a few years 
back from excess, it would have been avail
able now and would certainly be beneficial 
not only in the upper basin but in the lowar 
basin.55 

Dead storage can be btiilt up during 
the long construction period by im-

. pounding what would otherwise be run
off or · waste· waters from Hoover Dam. 
In that manner the heads for initial 
power generation would be accumulated 
over a long period of time without affect
ing the production of power at Hoover. 
The time required to fill the reservoirs 
would, of course, depend on the amount 
of run-off in the river. Under unfavor
able conditions, filling could be achieved 
in 5 years, but it could be much longer 
in the event of drought. In short, the 
Department of the Interior has given 
every assurance that it will adapt initial 

6~ H. Doc. No. 364, 83d Cong., 2d sess., 
at 19. 

n Hearings on H. R. 3383 et al. at 912 
et· seq. 

64 Id. at 987. 
66 Hearings on S. 500, supra, at 28. 
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filling .to the amount of run-off and the 
downstream demands for wat.er and :firm 
electrical energy. By the way of further 
protection for the lower basin, section 15 
of H. R. 3383 directs the Secretary of the 
Interior to operate the facilities· author
ized in the bill in compliance with the 
compacts and acts" which ·compr.iie the 
so-called law of the river and permits 
any State of the Colorado River Basin, 
in the event the Secretary fails to so 
comply, to maintain an action in the 
Supreme Court of the United States and 
gives the consent to the joinder of the 
United States as a party in such suit. 

One further consideration relative to 
the upper-basin storage is that the bene
fits will not accrue only to that basin. 
California and the other lower-basin 
States will likewise sh~re in the benefit, 
since it will be assured of a regular sup
ply in accordance with the terms of the 
compact. Thus, in years of low :flow in 
the rive1· caused by drought, water will 
be released from the reservoirs to satisfy 
California's rights. 
GENERATION OF ELECTRIC POWE& IN THE UPPER 

BASIN 

The importance of the installed elec
trical energy generating capacity at the 
storage dams as a means of :financing 
part of the cost of the irrigation works 
has already been discussed. There will 
be no problem whatsoever in marketing 
the energy to be generated by the Colo
rado River stora_ge project in the power
hungry area it will serve. Ten private 
power companies have o:ffered to pur
chase any available power above that 
required by project or other Government 
contracts.511 Referring to the privat.e 
power companies• proposals, our commit
tee stated in its report: 

Not only th? privat.e power companies, 
~ but . the REA- cooperatives,fi!l and the 
State of California Jire anxious to secure 
the power. The Stat-e-engineer of Cali

. fornia, Mr. Edmonston, and Mr. Mat
thew and Mr. Edmonston, the chief en
gineer and chairman, respectively, of the 

· Colorado ·River Board of California 
stated as late as February 15, 1954, fu. 
their official report on the project as 
follows: 

11. Glen canyon power could be readily 
disposed of in the lower basin where there 
is a great need for additional power. The 
question of policy regarding its dispos al 
merit s the special consideration of the 
Executive and the Congress.59 

California's official position has always 
been favorable to the development of 
the power potential of the upper basin. 

_In its oificial comments on the Secre
tary's interim report on the Colorado 
River appears the following with .respect 
to the developmen~ of electric power in 

-the Colorado River Basin: 
ELECTRIC POWER 

Full development of the water resources 
of the Colorado River necessarily Include 
the production and transmission o!. hydro
electric power made possible by the con
struction of storage works for the regulation. 
and utilization of the waters of the Colo-

. rado River and its tributaries. 
An initial construction. program could 

and should include hydroelectric power de
velopinent.s when found needed and justi
fied. Such projects are nonconsumptive 
in eff_ect. 

• • • • • 
RECOMMENDA'l'IONS 

A. That an immediate and intensive in
vestigation -and study be made and reported 
upon by the Bureau of Reclamation, in co
operation with interested agencies, concern-

. ing possible hydro-electric projects upstream 
· from Lake Mead on the Colorado River wlth 
a view to authorization and construction at 
the earliest practicable date; provided, lt be 
found that such projects are of noncon:
sumptive-use character, a.re feasible from 
engineering ~and -econotnlc· standpoints, are 
consistent with the primary purpose of 

. furnishing water supplies for domestic and 
irrigation uses ln accordance with the Colo

, rado River Compact, and will not be incon
sistent with a comprehensive plan for pro

' gresslve development of the Colorado River 
system.00 

The committee finds that this p11oject is 
unique in that there is no public versus pri
vate power controversy involved. Represent
atives of the 10 private power companies 
opera.ting in the area presented testimony 
before the committee indicating their de
sire _to cooperate with the Federal Goverri
ment in the transmission and marketing of 
electric power and energy from the Colorado 
River storage project. Thei:r proposal pro
vides essentially that the Secretary construct 
the backbone transmission lines connecting 
major powerplants of the project and that 
use be made of the existing· systems of the 
companies and additions thereto to market . Disregarding this fair and reasonable 
the power. · recommendation of the State of Cali-

• • . • • • . fornia, California opposition has stood 
The proposal · by the power companies steadfast against the storage dams and 

seemed entirely reasonable to the committee. appurtenant power facilities proposed. 
The Department of the Interior advised for initial authorization in pending leg

the committee that it was sympathetic to : islation to authorize the COlorado River 
the private power companies' propo,sal and storage project. As already indicated., if 
indicated tha~ the suggestions would be they succeed, they will foreclose upper 
given studied. consideration lf the project . basin deve16pment since the power dams 

. were authorized. Theretpre, the committee . are the . cash register that make that 
, expects the proposal by tbe private power . d · 

companies for cooperation in the develop- . evelopment I?Ossi_ble. 
ment to be carefu,lly considered _ by the De- CONCLUSION 

partment of the Interior and the electric _ It would appear to be an inescapable 
power and energy of the project to be mar- , conclusion from the evidence assembled. 
keted. so far as possible, through the faeil- from such oftlcial California sources as 
lties of the electric utilities operating in the the C&lifortlla state engineer and the 
area, provided, of course, that the power- . chairman and chief engineer of the coi
prererence laws ·are complied with and· pro]-
ect repayment and consumer power rates are , 
not adversely affected.• 

•Hearings on S. 500, supra, at 30. 

es Charles ·J. Fain, hearings on. S. 500, 
supra, at 329 et aeq. 

-~ H. Doc. No. 684, 83d Cong., 2d; ~·· 
at 19. . . 

G7 H. Rept. No. 1087, 84th Cong., 1st sess., 
stet at 16 and 17. 

- ~ H. Doc. 419, 80th Cong., 1st sess., at 47, 
' 48 and 53. 

· orado River Board of California that 
authorization of the Colorado River 
storage project will not deprive Cali

. fornia and the other lower basin States 
of the waters of the Colorado River Basin 
to which they are entitled. Not only 

. have those officials approved the develop
ment generally, but they have specifical
ly endorsed the construction of storage 
reservoirs in the upper basin as a neces
sary 'Protection f.or lower basin water 
supply. The major storage facility of 
the project, the Glen Canyon Reservoir, 
has been twice officially endosed by two 
successive California State engineers, 
Mr. Edward Hyatt and Mr. A. D. Ed
monston, by the last two chairmen of the 
Colorado River Board, Mr. Evan T. 
Hewes and Mr. Fred W. Simpson, as 

· well as by Mr.. Raymond Matthew, chief 
engineer of the Colorado River Board of 
California. In view of the stand taken 
by these responsible State officials, I fail 
to see the basis for · oppositimi on the 
part of California to the Colorado River 
storage project. 

Conservation of Marine Resources 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. THOR C. TOLLEFSON 
OF WASHINGTON 

IN TlIE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES . 

Thursday, February 23, 1956 

Mr. TOLLEFSON. Mr. Speaker, at 
the recently concluded meetings of the 
Inter-American Council of Jurists in 

· Mexico there occurred an. action which 
has been interpreted as a severe setback 
for United States diplomacy. There was 
passed a resolution dealing with the 
breadth of the territorial sea and. the 
principle of freedom-of the seas. If car
ried to its -logical conclusion·the resolu
tion would split the oceans surrotindin~ 
the Americas into segments of sover~ign 

. territory stretching to sea as far as the 
coastal country thm~ght was necessary to 
protect its in~rests. The impP.catic;ms 
of such a radical change in practice upon 
the defense, merchant mairine, and air 
commerce of the hemisphere are so far 

· reaching that they defy immediate a.5-
sessment. · · 

Hardly les.s shocking to United States 
diplomacy than the substance of the 
resolution was the way in which its pas
sage was accomplished. The Department 
of State has worked with some degree of 
urgency and energy in recent months to 

· explain and rationalize tne -position of 
the United States on the doctrine of. the 
freedom of the seas to our -southern 
neighbors 1 by 1 and in groups. But in 
the. last analysis nations who have al-

.. ready laid claims to 200 miles and more 
~ or high seas prepared a resolution with
. out asking the United States to partici
. pate · in its drafting; and ramrodded it 
· through· the meeting without analysis, 
discussion, or study. The vote was 15 
to 1 against the United States. Four 
other countries tempered the def eat 
lightly by ~bstaining from ·voting. · 

-This is-not the first time that this sub
ject has been brought to the attention 
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of the Congress nor do I suppose it will 
be the last. · The topic has been fer
menting in Latin America for 10 years; 
The last time it bubbled over was at the 
10th Inter-American Conference at Ca
racas in the spring ·of 1954. In reaction 
to that the Congress enacted Public La.w 
680. 84th Congress, .2d session, which 
among other things provided for the 
United States Treasury standing good· 
:for any fine when a vessel of the United 
States was seized pursuant to rights and 
claims not recognized by the United 
States. 

This is a complicated subject and there 
are undoubtedly some aspects of it of 
which I have no clear understanding. I 
say this advisedly, because I am certain 
that no rational person knowing what 
little I do about the subject would have 
voted for such a resolution, and I am ·sure 
that the delegates there assembled were 
rational persons and represented ra
tional governments. A large component 
of the· problem, however, is concerned 
with the conservation of fishery resources 
lying in the high seas and this is a sub
ject about which I do have some knowl
edge and understanding. 

The development of fishery conserva-. 
tion theory and the application of it to 
the practical problems of conserving ma
rine resources has been advanced sub
stantially in my State during the past 30 
years. Such eminent scientists in the 
field as M. F. Thompson, F. Harvard Ben, 
H. A. Dunlop, Richard VanGieve, W. C. 
lierrington, Lloyd A. Royal, J. L. Kask, 
and M. B. Schaefer have come from the 
school of fisheries of our Univ·ersity of 
Washington to contrl.bute .mightily to 
theory and practice in the field. Such 
eminent public-spirited laymen as Ed..: 
ward W. Allen, the late Miller Freeman. 
Harold Lokkon, and others are known 
nationally-and internationally, with their 
Canadian cowiterparts acr-oss- the bor
der, for the skill with which they have 
translated these scientific activities into 
practical diplomatic, economic, social, 
and political accomplishments. 

I hope that it is with pardonable pride 
that I relate the achievements which the 
·United States has made in the conserva..: 
tion of fishery eonservation in the past 
30 years, which are unequaled by any 
other country, and the part that .citizens 
of my State have played in that achieve
·ment. I do this not for the glorification 
of our State or Nation but to illustrate to 
.our neighbors to the south that the ob
jectives t}ley seek in this complex·matter 
can be accomplished quite adequately, 
practically, economically, and quickly by 
peacefµJ inte;rnatiohal collaboration and 
cooperation, whfoh strongly promotes in
ternational good will among the par
ticipants instead of generating chaos in 
international relations as would the res
olution adopted at Mexico City if it were 
put into.practice. 

Dw·ing the First World War there was 
much the same shortage of protein food 
in the worid ·as we remember from so 
short a time ago in the Second World 

.War. Fishermen and farmers were ex
horted to produce more and more food. 
Under this impetus the halibut fisher
men of the State of Washington, British 

- Columbia, and Alaska expanded their 
fishing effort as rapidly as possible until 
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it spread all over the Northeast Pacific
and out along the 'Alaskan Peninsula. 
During the entirety of the 1920's; the 
intensity of tlie . 'fishery continually in
creased, but just as steadily the total 
catch of halibut by Canada and the~ 
United states declined . . 
. By 1924, the direction of decline was 
so apparent to the industry leaders on 
both sides of the border that they knew 
something had to be done about it; but 
they knew not what. Now, of course, we 
know that the resource had been over
fished dming the intensive harvesting of 
World War r. but a short 30 years ago 
this thought was not widely harbored. 
Most people still considered that the fish 
of the sea, like the sands of the beach .. 
and the stars in the skies, were unlimited 
in number and inexhaustible in supply. 
There was no science of applied fishery 
biology as such, and oceanography was 
a fancy name some Navy people used to 
refer to the study of wind, wave, and 
weather at sea. 

However, something was required to be 
done or the whole industry would go 
broke. The leaders of the industry 
finally prevailed upon their governments 
to negotiate a treaty ilnder which a joint 
commission could be appointed to study 
the matter. The treaty was signed and 
put into effect in 1924. -

The newly appointed Commissioners 
had no better knowledge about what had 
happened to the halibut than did the 
fishermen. To get started they hired a 
bright young man who did seem to have 
some ideas on the subject~ He is now the 
world-renowned Dr. W. F. Thompson, 
director of applied fishery research, Uni
versity of Washington. He hired a group 
of young graduate students. none of 
whom bad had fishery training, and put 
them to sea with the :fish~r:µien to study. 
observe, and report upon the ocean, ·the 
fish, the fishery, the fishermer;t, and the 
observable relations between them. This 
was the International Fishery Commis
sion, and it was the fu'.st venture of the 
sort that na.tiops had embarked upon. 

Results did not come quickly or easily, 
but after 6 years of the most rigid exami
nations of the facts available to them, 
Dr. Thompson and his young men had 
,put together a theory to account for the 
diminished catches of halibut despite the 
intensified :fishery effort. I,t ran, in es
sence, like this : 

Fish are continually entering the fish:
ery from the newly born crop that comes 
along each year, and the weight of the 
fish in the stock was increasing as the 
individual fish in ·it grew. On the other 
h,and fish were leaving the stock steadily 
by death. In a state ·of nature these 
forces were in equilibrium and the ocean 
·was supporting the maximum population 
'of halibut it was capable: of doing. 

When a fishery .was started on such a 
virgin stock of fish three things hap
'pened: First, the total abundance of fish 
·in the stock began to decrease; second, 
the average size of fish in the stock be
·gan to decrease; and, third, the produc
tiyity of the stock in terms of pounds of 
fish it would yield to the fishery -began 
to increase. All three of these things 
continued to happen until a maximum 
point of productivity was reached. This 
corresponded precisely with a certain, 

determinable level of :fishing efiort. If 
the fishery was increased in intensity· 
beyond that level the catches would ac
tually decrease, and the more you fished 
beyond that point the less you caught. 

Essentially there was a p,oint of fishing. 
effort at which the stock of fish would 
produce the maximum sustainable yield: 
If you held the :fishery at that level the: 
production could be had year after year 
indefinitely. If you let the fishery go. 
beyond that point . you were wasteful of 
the resource. because less fishing would 
catch more fish. On the other hand it 
was just as true that if you did not 
fish that hard you were just as wasteful 
of the resource. because part of it was 
being lost by natural deaths to no man's 
use. 

If all of this theory was correct then 
all that had to be d.one to restore pro
ductivity and prosperity in the halibut 
:fishery was to cut back the fishing effort. 
to below that point which in any season 
it would produce a little less halibut from 
the stock-when taken together with 
natural deaths-than natural growth 
had added to it. 

While all of this sounds logical, co
herent, and sensible in 1956 it was noth-. 
ing but radical theory, unsubstantiated 
by experience, in 1930. The Interna-· 
tional Fisheries Commission had no au
thority to establish the regulations any-· 
way. The Canadian Government could 
not regulate American boats. The 
State of Washingtcm could not regulate 
Canadian boats. Catches were steadily 
falling oft. Fishermen had to fish stead
ily the year around throughout the bit~ 
ter winter-to scratch together a meager 
living. The whole industry was going 
broke and the outlook was bleak. 

So after a year or so of wrestling with 
the problem the industry on .both sides: 
of the border decided to takethe gamble. 
Things could not be much worse any.; 
way. So, accordingly, their leaders 
went once ·more· to Washington, D. c~ 
and to Ottawa and asked their Govern~ 
ments to renegotiate the treaty estab
lishing the International Fisheries Com
mission so as to give the Commission 
.regulatory authority over the halibut 
fishermen of both countries. This was 
done, and in 1933 the regulation of the 
fishery was begun on the basis of the 
scientific information gathered by Dr. 
Thompson and his young men. 

The thing was a success almost from 
.the start. Within 2 years fish were 
_enough more plentiful an .the banks that 
even the fishermen could tell the dif
ference. Fishing was easier, catches 
were had more quickly; it was soon pos
sible even to increase the permissible 
quota of catch for the season and still 
keep 'the ·stock increasing. - ·In 1~37 the 
treaty was renegotiated again to give 
the Commission more regulatory author
ity over . the :fishery. This still worked 
good and catches were increased stead,, 
ily. · This has kept . right on year after 
year until last year the catch was more 
than twice as great as it had been in 
·1933, it was greater than it had been at 
the height of the unrestricted fishery of 
World War I, and the catch was taken 
in 2 months of :fishing instead of 12 
·months. The stack was- producing 
pretty close to the maximum quantity of 
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halibut each year that the North Pacific 
was ·capable of doing. Friction between 
the governments and the fishermen of 
the country was almost nonexistent. 
The industry in both countries was stable 
and profitable. 

While this great experiment was going 
on the salmon fishermen of Puget Sound 
and nearby British Columbia, who de
pend on the production of salmon from 
the Fraser River, began to suffer the 
same troubles that the halibut fishermen 
had gone through during the twenties. 
The harder they fished the less they 
caught. The example of what was going 
on in halibut was under their eyes. They 
asked the two governments to do the 
same for them that they were doing for 
the halibut fishermen. As a result a 
treaty establishing the International Sal
mon Fisheries Commission was signed by 
Canada and the United States in 1937. 
After a period of several years of scien
tific research, as provided for in that 
treaty, that Commission began the regu
lation of the fishermen of both countries. 
The results over the past 10 years have 
been, if anything, more spectacularly 
successful than was the case with hal
ibut. 

World War II brought the same after
math of hunger as did World War I and 
similar increases in fishing intensity. 
But now theory was available, experi
ence ·and practice had been gained with 
such problems, and trained scientists
mostly from Dr. Thompson's brood
were available. The tuna fishermen of 
California had watched the. halibut and 
salmon fisheries go through periods of 
great growth, overfishing, short result
ing catch, scientific research, economic 
distress while the resource was rebuild
ing, and then again stable catches and 
prosperity. They determined to avoid 
this cycle by getting their research done 
before overfishing came, to get the facts 
in hand with which to build adequate 
regulations against the date they were 
needed. So they came to Washington 
and asked their Government to do for 
them what it had done for the salmon 
and halibut men. From this grew the 
highly successful Inter-American Tropi
cal Tuna Commission established under 
treaty among the United States, Costa 
Rica, and Panama. 

Next the New England fishermen came 
asking the same thing. Haddock and 
cod were getting hard to catch and small 
in size. This was a much more compli
cated problem than had been tackled 
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The Chaplain, Rev. Frederick Brown 
Harris, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 

Eternal Spirit, who dost bring forth 
Thy righteousness as the light and Thy 
judgments as the noonday: In the pres
ence of the ageless realities which the 
blasphemies of deluded· men cannot 
touch, we pause in reverence, with a deep 
sense of responsibility as servants of the 

yet. Several different kinds of fisheries 
were being fished in the area by several 
types of gear. The citizens of 10 coun-. 
tries-Canada, Iceland, Norway, Eng
land, Denmark, Italy, France, Spain, 
Portugal, and the United States-fished 
together in the area. This was just 
about as complicated a set of economic, 
social, legal, political, and diplomatic 
problems as can be conceived in a fish
ery problem. Yet the 10 nations-work
ing on the example of the now old halibut 
commission-did sign a conservation 
treaty, establish the International Com
mission for the Northwest Atlantic Fish
eries, conduct their researches jointly 
under it, and finally began to jointly 
regulate their fishermen. My friends 
from New England ten me that progress 
under this multilateral commission has 
been most satisfactory. International 
friction over the fisheries has ql,lite died 
away, and the haddock and cod are get
ting larger and easier to catch again. 

Now a similar treaty has been signed 
between the United States and Canada 
to cover the fisheries of the Great Lakes. 
Another signed a few years ago between 
Canada and the United States and Ja
pan to cover all their joint fisheries in 
the North Pacific has materially re
duced friction over fisheries in the area 
and Russia has even asked for permis
sion to attend the next Commission 
meeting. For some years 19 nations 
have been engaged under similar treaty 
to study and regulate the whale fishery 
of the whole world under the Interna
tional Whaling Commission. Although 
the United States has not had a whale 
fishery for a generation it took the initi
ative and leadership in establishing th(:! 
International Whaling Commission and 
has actively participated in its work and 
deliberations. Negotiations are now un
der way among Japan, Russia, Canada, 
and the United States to draft a con
servation treaty covering the fur seals 
of the North Pacific. A similar treaty 
has been proposed by the United States 
to Mexico to cover the shrimp fisheries 
of the Gulf of Mexico. 

Mr. Speaker, this mixture of industry, 
scientists, and Government officials in in
ternational fisheries conservation com
missions works. In all cases where it 
has been tried, and these are now too 
many to be regarded as accidental, the 
resource has been conserved, the indus
try has been made economically sound, 
and international friction has dimin
ished or quite disappeared. 

public welfare, praying for courage to 
attempt, power to achieve, and patience 
to endure. In these days of dire per
plexity we would commit our way unto 
Thee, fretting not ourselves because of 
the men who imagine a vain thing' and 
who attempt to bring wicked devices to 
pass. Steady us with the assurance that 
evildoers shall be cut off and that those 
who wait upon the Lord shall renew their 
strength and shall inherit the earth. 

Our eyes having seen the glory of a 
government of law bringing peace and 
prosperity to many States and to men of 
·an colors~ creeds, and races, within our 

What was· novel 30 years· ·ago when 
the citizens of my State first got into 
such problems has now been recognized 
as sound practice by the majority of na
tions. In April of 1955 the fishery ex
perts of 50 countries gathered together 
in Rome under the auspices of the 
United Nations in the "International 
Technical Conference on the Conserva
tion of the Living Resources of the Sea.'' 
After 3 weeks of meeting, during which 
some of the sessions were quite stormy, 
the conference adopted a report which 
contained these general conclusions: 

The conference notes with satisfaction 
conservation measures already carried out in 
certain regions and for certain species at 
the national and international level. Inter
J1.ational cooper~tion in research (incluqing 
statistical investigation) and regulation in 
the conservation of living resources of the 
high seas ls essential. The conference con:.. 
siders that wherever necessary further con
ventions for these purposes should be nego
tiated. 

The present system of international fishery 
regulation (conservation measures) is gen
erally based on the geographical and biologi
cal distribution of the marine populations 
with which individual agreements are con
cerned. From the scientific and technical 
point of view, this seems, in general, to be 
the best way to handle those problems. This 
system is based upon conventions signed by 
the nations concerned. 

Fr.om the desire expressed during this con
ference by all participating nations to co
bperate in research and from the guidance 
given by existing conventions, it appears that 
there are good prospects of establishing fur
ther conservation measures . whe:re and when 
necessary. 

Thus, Mr. Speaker, there is a system 
of international cooperation adequate to 
provide for the full conservation of fish 
resources lying in the high seas. It has 
been tried successfully time after time 
on a great variety of such problems to the 
satisfaction of the nations involved and 
their fishermen. It has the stamp of ap
proval of most of the maritime nations. 
It is to ·be hoped that our Latin American 
neighbors, who are not fishing people, 
and who have no more trained fisheries 
scientists than we had 30 years ago, will 
give this method thorough study and 
evaluation. It is certain that the United 
States would give the utmost coopera
tion in following such a method in their 
area. It is equally certain that the de
struction of the doctrines· of the freedom 
of the seas which they propose to accom
plish this end will not prevail. 

own Nation, give us an unshakable faith 
that a lawful order can be established 
for the whole world. In this faith steel 
our hearts to march forward toward the 
clean world our hands can make. We 
ask it in the Redeemer's name. Amen. 

THE JOURNAL 
On request of Mr. JOHNSON of Texas, 

and by unanimous consent, the reading 
of the Journal of the proceedings of 
·Thursday, February 23, 1956, was dis
pensed with. 
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